THE 
COMMON PEOPLE 
Taught to defend their 


COMMUNION 
WITH THE 
Church of England, 
Mainſt the Attempts and * nua. 

Hons of Popiſh Emiſſarys © 


In a Dialogue between a Popiſb Pr Rs 
a Plas dme 5 5 8855 | 


* N N E. * * 
EE | | 2 * 


By HkxRy FELTO D. D. Principal of El. 
mund Hall, Rector of Whitwell in Derbyſhzre, 
and Chaplain to his Grace the Duke of 

RU 7 LAN D. 


® 


OXFORD, | 


Printed at the THEATRE: and to be ſold by Stephen 
Pleicher and Rich. Cl-ments Bookſellers in Oxford ; 
Benj. Motte Bookſeller near the middle Temple-Gate 

min Zondon; and by the Bookſellers in Leicefter, Mit. 
lies ban, ee and Derby, Price 15. 


Imprimatur, 
J0.MATHER 
 ViceCan. OXON, | 


eMail 11. 1727+ 


| TO THE RIGHT REVEREND | = 

| FATHER IN GOD 1 

EDWARD IJ 

LORD BISHOP 
OF 


Coventry and Lichfield. 


My Lord, 


Ou Loraſhip is already acquainted with 

the Occaſion of theſe Papers, and as the 

P * Ne to in them were — 

my Aoſence, I muſt think my ſelf very happy, that 

T had left a Perſon upon Sec 2 defeat 
them: However I could not but look upon my ſelf as 
| | ” | obliged 


_ obliged in Duty to take my part in this Engagement, 
and if the Countryman ſeems to appear too learned 
in this Controverſy, I hope it may be thought no un- 
reaſonable Suppoſition, that after a due Courſe of Ca- 
techiſing and Expounding during almoſt half the Year 
For ten Years together, a ſenſible Man of good Atten- 
tion and Memory might lay up a great deal of what 
be had heard, when theſe Points and all others be- 
tween the Church of Rome and Us had been ſo fully 
ſtated over and over,. and I bave taken care, that 
the ſame Courſe is ſtill continued, 


We, that live in the Neighbourhood of ſeveral Po- 
piſh Emiſſarys, do know, Few Vigilant and Active 
they are; and the Church of Rome never gain d a 
greater Advantage over us, ſince the Deſolation made 
by the Seftarys of the laſt Ape, than when many 
even of our ſelves ſeem d to think, that there was na 
Danger from that Quarter, and were ready to ridi- 
cule and expoſe thoſe among us, who made the Dan- * 
ger of Popery the Subject of their Diſcourſes. This *' 
was a fatal Security, and while the Husbandmen 
thus ſlept, our Enemys had an Opportunity of Som- 
ing their Tares, and reaping a plentiful Harveſt. 


But, I hope, we are thoroughly awaken'd, and ſhall 
keep a watchful Eye upon all their Motions; Your 
Lordſhip s Paternal Care extends to every Concern, 
and reaches to the remoteſt Corners of your Dioceſe, 
and your readineſs to aſſiſt your Clergy upon their 
Application with your Fatherly Advice, and wiſe Di- 
reftions in the moſt affettionate and obliging Man- 


ner muſt encourage us all in the faithful Diſcharge 
= 0 


of our Duty, and engage us to make thoſe Returns, 
of all Duty and Affection to your Lordſhip, which you 
fo highly deſerve. 


J would not be thought to have any Intention of 
giving the leaſt Ombrage with relation to the mo 
Noble Perſon intimated in the Beginning of this Dia- 
logue: I have all the Honour and Regard for Him, 


which bus high Rank, and higher Qualities do claim: 


I could not belp laying the Scene, where I did, and 
I never thought him anſwerable for the Zeal and 


conduct of thoſe, whom he entertains for better Pur- 
poſes in his Family. 


I ſhould ask your Lordſhip s Pardon for the Fa- 


miliar Talk of the Countryman, when he is not re- 


peating his Argument, but ſpeaking as of Himſelf : 


and] may plead, that thoſe plain homely Expreſſions 


are neceſſary to preſerve the Way and Manners of 
ſuch a Character. 


1 ſhall beg leave to cloſe this Addreſs to your 
Lordſhip with two great Truths: I hat the Church 
of England can only be defended upon true Catholic 
Principles: and that ſhe can only be preſerved by 
a Proteſtant Prince on the Throne of theſe Kingdoms : 
Thu Bleſſing may we ever enjoy in an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion of Princes of our own Communion in this 
Royal Family, who ſhall be a perpetual Defence and 
Ornament to this Church and Nation | 


If what I have done ſhall in any Degree meet with 
1 your Lordſoip's Approbation, and prove any ways 
1 | uſeful 


uſeful to the good Purpoſe, I dſgned, it will be a 


particular Saticfaction, and the more, as it bath af- 
forded me thu further Opportunity of ſhewing my 
ſelf, may it pleaſe your Lordſbip, 


Your Lordſbip 


moſt Dutiful Son 


and moſt Obedient Servant 


Edmund Hall, 
Aſcenſion day 


1727. 


HENRY FELTON. 
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COMMON PEOPLE 
Taught to defend their _— | 


| COMMUNION 


WITH THE | 
"lui of England, 


Again the Attempts and Inſinua- 
tions of Popiſh Emiſſarys;,, © 
In a Dialogue between a Popſh Prieſt, 
% 1 61 i 
a Flain Countryman, 


Prieſt. OOD morrow, Countryman, I 
K ON have ſeen your Face ſeveral 
[ | -times of late, pray where do 
at 8 you live? 
J Countryman. I live in the neighbouring Pariſh 
here hard by, and I come hither to work. 
Pr. Do you work here conſtantly all the year 
round: 2 
C. M. No, Sir, I am on and off, juſt as it hap- 
pens: ſometimes we have a good long Job of it, 
ſometimes we are put off for a good while, juſt 
as Foy Lord pleaſes. 


ro 
* „ 


D 


— — — 


2 No Salvation out of the Church. 
Pr. My Lord 1s a very good Lord; I ſuppoſe, 


you are not held to your ſtrict Wages: you 


have Meat and Drink beſides, eſpecially, when 
my Lord 1s in the Country. 

C. M. You ſeem a Stranger, Sir, but I will tell 
you. That's all thereafter as a Man gives into 
them : not but that all the Workmen are made 
to drink ſometimes: my Lord is a very good 


Gentleman, and would have the Poor reliev'd in- 


differently for all that I can learn; but he do's 
not do that Buſineſs himſelf, you know : and 
the Labourers, and poor people are very well 


done to in the main, but if one would but give 


into them, and hearken to their way, be he Man 
or Woman, he would be uſed kindly enough. 
Pr. Why then this good Lord is the more to 
be commended, if he makes uſe of his Charity 
to the ſaving of their Souls. 5 
C. M. Look you, Sir, tis the Servants do that, 
my Lord tis like leaves it to them; and what 


you ſay would be true enough, if this was the 


way to ſave their Souls: but I think my Soul 
fafe enough, provided I do my Duty, in the 


way that 1 am in: but, Sir, I muſt go to my 
Work, it is juſt upon fix a Clock. 


Pr. Honeſt Friend, you ſeem to be a good 
downright plain ſenſible Man, and I ſhould be 
glad to have more Diſcourſe with you: as for 


your Work, I will excuſe you to the Steward, 


and you ſhall have your Wages nevertheleſs. 
Pray, let me ask you, why do you think your 
{elf ſafe enough in the way you are in? Have 


you ever conſidered, that there is no Salvation 


out of the Church > 


C. M. 


| 


Church of Engl. a true Church. 3 


C. M. Yes, Sir, I have been ſo taught, and 
I do accordingly believe the Doctrine to be, 
generally ſpeaking, true. It is not ſuch plain 


| Men's Buſineſs, as I am, to ſearch nicely into 


Caſes and Exceptions. | 

Pr. Well: you ſay very well, you diſcover a 
good teachable Diſpoſition, and, I ſuppoſe, are 
willing to learn of thoſe, that are wiſer, and 
more learned, than your ſelf. If then you be- 
lieve, there is no Salvation out of the Church, do 
not you think your ſelf in a very dangerous 
Condition? PIG 

C. M. No, Sir, for I think my ſelf within the 
Church. 
Pr. Ay: but by the Church is meant the Ca- 
tholic Church. 1 ſuppoſe, you are of that, they 
call the Church of England; but you are much 
miſtaken, if you think that to be the Catholic 
Church. © 

C. M. No, Sir, I do not think the Church of 
England to be the Catholic Church: J have been 
better inſtructed : I have been taught that the 
Church of England is a pure and ſound Part of the 


3 Catholic Church, and that is enough for me. 


Pr. You do not conſider, that there is but 


| one Catholic Church, and the Church of England be- 


CEE 
— : 


ing ſeparated from that one Church, thoſe, that 
are of the Church of England, cannot be of the 


3 Catholic Church, 


C. M. So far you ſay true indeed, there is 
but one Catholic Church: it is an Article of our 
Creed; but that the Church of England is no Part 
of this Catholic Church is ſtrange News to me, 
and I ſhall be much concern d, if it be true. 
it A 2 A*. 


I ® _ * 1 n . — HERISICIOE * 
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4 Ch. of Rome not the Catholic 
Pr. Why it is plain: the Church of England 
is no part of the Church of Rome, and therefore 

no part of the Catholic Church, 1 

C. M. Sir, Tam no Scholar, but in my ſimple 
ſenſe I do not ſee that: it do's not ſeem to me 
to follow. | 

Pr. Yes it follows very clearly. The Church 

of Rome is the Catholic Church, and therefore 

whoever is not, or whatever Church is not of the 

Church of Rome, that Perſon, or that Church can- 
not be of the Catholic church. ES 

C. M. Why this 1s rare fine talking now, if it 
were but true; but I have been told, that the 
Church of Rome 1s not the Catholic Church ; and 
but a part of it at moſt, and not one of the beſt 
parts neither. 

Pr. Thoſe that tell you ſo, are Schiſmatics and 
Heretics, and only ſay ſo to keep themſelves in 
Countenance. The Church of Rome is the Mo- 
ther and Miſtreſs of all Churches: ſhe was found. 
ed by St Peter the Head and Prince of the Apo- 
files: he is the Vicar of Chriſt: to him our Lord 
ſaid, * Thou art Peter, and upon this Rock will 1 

build my Church, — And I will give unto thee the 
Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven. * Him he com- 
manded to ſtrengthen his Brethren, and over and 
over again to © feed his Lambs and his Sheep. And 
#R after all this, wilt thou preſume to ſay, that the 
. Church of Rome is not the Catholic Church? 
C. M. You ſay, Sir, that the Church of Rome | 
was founded by St Peter; I ſay that the Catho- 
lic Church was founded by Chriſt. Every Church 
founded by any particular Apoſtle is therefore 
« Matth. XVI. 18,19. 6 Luke XXII. 32. c John XXI. 15, 16,17. 
YA not 


. 


2 of 


| XXII, and St John the XXI. and forty places be- 


but a particular Church. 5 
not. the Catholic, but a particular Church: 1 have 
been taught, that the Catholic Church is in time 
before every particular Church, that the original 
Church or Company of Believers at Feruſalem or 
elſewhere was the Catholic Church, but there was 


this Catholic Church, before there was any Church 


at Rome, and therefore Rome cannot be the Ca- 
tholic Church, This Argument, I am told, may 
be enlarged upon both in Fact and Reaſon to 
the utmoſt Confuſion of your Pretenſions. 

Pr. This Argument ſeems ſomething new, and 
I have not conſider d it, but from the Texts I 


have given you, it ſeems that the Catholic Church 


went along with St Peter, and thoſe only, who 
adhere to his Succeſſor, are of the Catholic Church. 

C. M. Then it ſhould ſeem that St Peter was 
firſt Biſhop of Feruſalem, for there, and in the 
Judea and Galilee was the firſt Catholic 
Church: and out of this original Church, when 
other Churches grew, then Feruſalem became a 


particular Church, and of that and all other 


Churches from thenceforth conſiſted the Catholic 
Church, ſo that upon this Principle ſuppoſing 
Rome had been the original Church, yet ſtill up- 
on the founding of other Churches, ſhe would be 


uo more than a particular Church, and ſhe toge- 


ther with them would make up the Catholic 


Church. b 


Pr. Vou have been finely inſtructed; what 
ſignifies all this arguing againſt plain Evidence 
of Scripture. Anſwer the Texts 1 gave you, they 
will confound you and all Heretics for ever. 
There are St Matthew the XVI, and St Luke 


ſide 


7 = 
6 Scripture vainly quoted 


fide to filence ſuch vain Diſputers, who when 
they cannot anſwer what is urged from Scri- 
pture, think to evade all by bold and blaſphe- 
mous Suppoſitions. | 
C. M. My Suppoſition, Sir, 1s neither bold 
nor blaſphemous: you ſeem to be in a great 
heat: you talk at a vaſt rate, and have quoted 
Scripture like mad. I only ſaid, as I have been 
taught: IT did not mean to offend you, and 
without offence be it ſpoken, I am not con- 
vinc'd by all this vehement Paſſion, that the 
_ Church of Rome is the Catholic Church, and as I 
defire to be inform d, I am content to talk with 
you upon this Argument in the common Form, 
as J have been inſtructed to do. , 
Pr, Well, that is a good temper, I like thole 
that are willing to be inform'd, and I have in- 
formed thee, I think. What? doſt thou no 
believe the Scriptures ? 
C. M. Yes, Sir, but what is that to the pur- 
poſe? you play the Scriptures upon us, but will 
not abide by them yourſelves; but IT do believe 
them, and I do read, and endeavour to under- 
ſtand them, and therefore I can't take things at 
firſt hand without conſidering, eſpecially when 
they are powder d ſo thick upon one: I have 
been taught to examine things one by one, 
point by point, by degrees: I have heard a 
great deal of Talk and Diſcourſe in my time, 
and by all that I have heard, I eannot think, 
that the Church of Rome is the Catholic Church. 
Pr. Pray, whom have you heard talk? wo 
has been your Inſtructor? He is a wiſe Man, 
I warrant him, to ſubmit the Scr:ptures w _ = 
37 nder- 


by Papiſts againſt Proteſtants, * 
Underſtandings, as yours. Tis like he knows 
much of the Matter himſelf. 

C. M. Sir, begging your Pardon, I am not 
aſham'd of my Teacher; but this 1 will ſay for 
him: he endeavours to explain the Scriptures 
to our Underſtandings; and, I think, he ex- 


plains them very right, becauſe I underſtand him 


very clearly. 3 

Pr. What is your Underſtanding or his, but 
a private Spirit? This tis when People leave the 
Catholic Church: is was not ſo, when all our An- 
ceſtors were of the Church of Rome, which, I tell 
you again is the Catholic Church, and there is 
none beſides her. . 

C. M. Sir, if you will give me leave to talk 
in my fooliſh way, I would know, whether you 
intend I ſhould make uſe of that Reaſon, God 
hath given me, or not? if not, we talk to no 
purpoſe. What ſignifies it to you, whether I be- 
lieve the Scriptures or not? Your Queſtion, I find 
was idle and enſnaring. Will you bring Scripturo 
for a Proof of any thing to me, and not ſuffer 


me to judge whether it proves or no? or muſt 1 


blindly ſubmit to what you ſay without examining ? 
Pr. Yes, 'tis your Duty to ſubmit. You muft 
bear the * Church, and when J ſpeak the Senſe of 


the Church, as I declare Ido, you muſt believe me. 


C. M. Well, but as yet we are but where we 
were: You are pleaſed to tell me, Sir, that I 


23 muſt hear the Church, and that taken in a right 
| 2 {ſenſe I do acknowledge: Now I have been 
taught that this Command of our Lord related 


to ſuch perſonal Differences, as ſhould ariſe be- 
a Matth. XVIII. 17, : 
tween 


* 


8 The nſe of our Reaſon denyed. 

Man and Man, and that our bleſſed Lord directs 
his Dzſciþles to bring their Differences to the 
Hearing and Deciſion of the Church, becauſe the 


Coil Magiſtrates were at that time, and for ſome 


Ages would continue to be Enemys to his Reli- 


gion. The ſame Command, and upon the ſame 


Reaſon St Paul enforces afterwards in his firſt 
Epiſtle to the * Corinthians : and this Precept 
holds, where the Civil Magiſtrate is Chriſt's Ene- 
my. This being the Occaſion and Subject of 


this Command, it mult be ſtill interpreted and 


practiſed in a manner agreeable and anſwer- 

able to its firſt Deſign. _ 5 
Pr. This is the Fruits of Laymen s reading the 

Scripture; this is the — an that perni- 


cious Indulgence teaches them! there can be no 
Determination of any thing without a perfect 


Submiſſion to the Church. 

C. M. Now here again, as it ſeems to me, is 
a moſt wonderful ſtrange thing. You would 
convince me, and will not let me uſe my Reaſon : 
you offer Scripture, and will not let me pretend 


to underſtand it. To me it ſeems truly, that if 


I am allowed to uſe my Underſtanding at all, 
tis'only till 1 can bring it to a perfect Submiſſion, 
as you call it, and then in point of Religion 1 
mult uſe it no more for ever. 3 


Pr. Thou art a very perverſe Fellow; canſt 
thou not believe what I ſay, when I bring ſuch |; 
clear Scripture to prove the Point we are upon, 
that the Church of Rome is the Catholic Church? 
when once thou believeſt thus, and art told what 
are the great Privileges of the Catholic Church, | 


4 1 Cor, VI. 1, &c. 


thou 


Catholic C urch de d. 9 


thou wilt eaſily believe every thing elſe ſhe tells 


thee. 


C. M. That is true now, as I am here, and 
as plain as a Pike. ſtaſf; only then I gueſs, the 


Church of Rome pretends to ſome higher Privi- 
leges than the Catholic Church pretends to. Nay, 


Sir, don't fall into a Paſhon, I mean, your Ca- 


tholic Charch pretends to' higher Privileges than 
our Catholic Church pretends to. 

Pr. What are there two Catholic Churches then? 
at the beginning of our Diſcourſe you own'd 
there was but One. 

C. M. And ſo I ſay ſtill, and I ſay, that our 


\ Church of England is a ſound Part of that one Ca- 
3 tholic Church; but you ſay, that it is no Part of 
the Church of Rome, and ſo ſay I too: if then 


the Church of Rome be your Catholic Church, I ſay 


again, that there are two, and one of them is of 


your own making. | | 
Pr. Why what doſt thou take the Catholic 
Church to be? Thou pretendeſt to be very 


| | knowing; what is thy Notion of the Chatholic 


Church? 

C. M. My Notion of the Catholic Church is this, 
that it is the whole Company of Chriſtian People 
throuzhout all Nations of the World, where the true 


3 Faith of Chriſt is profeſſed, and his Sacraments are 
=  duely adminiſter d: 1 do not ſpeak ſo exactly as 
I have been taught, but it is to this Senſe and 
Meaning. 5 | 

Per. Well your Notion is true enough in a 


great Meaſure, but you ſhould have enlarg d it 
a little, and ſaid, The Catholic Church is the Com- 


| pany of all the Faithful over all the World in Sub. 
AY B | 


jection 


1 RR A CR = 


ſhew, that it do's not: in the mean time, there 


ro Definitions of it compar d 


jection to the Univerſal Biſhop, Chriſt's Vicar the 


Pope of Rome ; and then you would clearly ſee, 


that the Church of Rome is the Catholic Church. 


C. M. I proteſt, this is one of the clevereſt 
feches Jever met with in my Life: Why, Sir, 


you have done the Trick: tis done in a Diſh, as 


they ſay, as round as a Hoop. Only 1 have an 
Objection or two, which I want to get over. 
One is, that if we confine the Catholic Church 
to the Faithful, who are in Subjection to the 
Pope, it will not be half ſo large as I took it to 
be, and ſo what you call enlarging my Notion 
would be indeed conſining it. 

Pr. I cant help that, you ſee the Thing is 
clear, and the only way is for thoſe, that are 
out to come in as faſt as they can. 

C. M. Not ſo faſt neither, Sir, for you are 


begging the Queſtion, as they call it, that is, 


taking for granted the very thing in Diſpute: 
you define the Catholic Church one way, J another. 


' You in a narrower, I in a larger Compals ; the 


largeſt Compaſs, methinks, ſhould ſuit beſt with 
the Catholic Church. In ſhort, you only aſſert, 
and that without proving, what we do poſitive- 
ly deny, That the Church of Rome is the Catholic | 
Church. | 1 
Pr. What? dont I prove? don't 1 brig ; 
Proof in abundance? if thou wilt ſhut thy Eyes, 


that thou mayeſt not ſee, the Sun it ſelf will 


ſhine to thee in vain. What? doth not the De- 


finition, I gave, riſe from the very Scriptures, T 1 


have produc ? ; 
C. M. No ſurely ; and I doubt not but I can i 


5 
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Je is ſtill another Difficulty with me, which truly 
e, riſes out of your Definition, and that is this. I 
have heard ſeveral of our learned Folk ſay, that 
Js to ſay the Church of Rome is the Catholic Church, 
ir, is all one as to ſay, that one particular Church is 
as all the Churches in the World, . 
an Pr. And ſo ſhe is by Right, for all Churches 
Tr. ought to ſubmit to her; and ſo ſhe is in Fact, 
ch for thoſe Churches, that do not ſubmit to her, 
he are no Churches at all. | 
to C. M. This I have heard indeed, and I re- 
on member, He, whom you called my Inſtructor, 
 _=# replied, that then their Charity was no more 
is Catholic than their Church. 
are Pr. Tis no Breach of Charity, I muſt tell 
| vou, to damn them that are out of the Pale of 
are the Church, and thoſe that are not in the Church 
- 15, of Rome, are not in the Pale of the Church. 
ite: Ci. Ad. And lo, Sir, in your great Charity you 


her. ſay they are damn d; but, I hope, the Pale of 


the the church is much wider than the narrow Com- 
vith paſs of the Roman Church. You are ſtill begging 
ſert, the Queſtion, and ſuppoſing Rome to be the 
Live- Catholic Church, but once again I anſwer, that 
holicc there was a Chriſtian Church, before there was a 

* = Chriſtian or any Church in Rome, and therefore 
ring 3} thoſe may be within the Pale of the Church, who 


es, are not within the Reman Incloſure. 
will W Pr. 1 reply, that St Peter fixing his See at 
e De- Rome made Rome the Catholic Church. 
2, 1 C. M. I ſhall leave your reply to the Judg- 


ment of all reaſonable Men; I deny that the 


gan at Feruſalem, and was Propo gated as far Ns 
J X\ | 2 the 


Church of Rome Uncharitable. 11 


Catholic Church is fixed to any one place: it be- 


12 Duration no Note. 


the Goſpel it ſelf: but as to place, it has chang'd 
its Situation, and may go from one Kingdom 
to another People, not by St Peter's Tranſlation 
of it, but by God's Providence, who may remove 
his Candleſticks from one place, and tranſplant 

the Light of the Goſpel to another. This he hath 
done, and Chriſt will have a Church upon Earth, 
tho Rome ſhould be no more, 

Pr. Now thoy art caught and confuted by 
thy own Words: it is not poſſible the Church 
ſhould fail. Doſt not thou know, that we make 
Duration one of the Notes of the Church ? 

C. M. Yes, and tis moſt abſurd in you to 
do ſo, eſpecially as you make it a Mark of the 
Church of Rome: Duration can be no Mark, till 
It is paſt; but we do believe, becauſe Chriſt has 
ſaid it, that his Church ſhall endure for ever: 
this Promiſe you arrogate to the Roman, by 
that old manifeſt Fallacy of begging the Que- 
ſtion, and taking it for granted, that ſhe is the 
Catholic Church. Ss. 
Pr. The Promiſes made to St Peter are made 
to the Church of Rome, but the Promiſe of the 
Church's Duration is made to St Peter, and there- | 
fore to the Church of Rome. | 

C. M. The Promiſe to St Peter is made to the 
Catholic Church, and to Rome no otherwiſe than | 
as ſhe is a Member of the Catholic Church; this is 
fill repeating the Fallacy : but 1 will tell you 
once for all, what I have been taught. The 
Church muſt ſubſiſt upon ſuch Principles as will 
tranſmit it and preſerve it throughout all Ager. 
The Church is the ſame wherever it is found in 
any Nation; it is not confin d to Rome or Car- 


thage, 


is will 7 
Ager. 
ind in 
Ir Car- 


In hat Senſe it belongs to the Ca. Ch. 13 


tbage, to France or England; it may leave theſe 
Parts, and be ſettled in #hoſe that are now the 
darkeſt Corners of the Earth, and God, ſol have 
been told, may again light up the ſeven Candle- 
ſtacks of Ala: So that Succeſſion too, in your 
ſenſe, being merely local, is no more a Note of the 
Church than Duration; but Succeſſion of the true 
Doctrine, and Succeſſion of true Paſtors, derived 
from any preſent or former Branches of the Church, 
will always denominate any Church to be a Chri- 
ſtian Church, and all ſuch Churches will, accord- 
ing to my Inſtructions, ever make up the Ca- 
tholic Church. Theſe are Principles, as I am 
taught, on which the Catholic Church will ſtand 
for ever, wherever diſpers d throughout the 
World. 15 

Pr. And are not all theſe found in the Church 
of Rome? and is ſhe not therefore the Catholic 
Church ? | 

C. M. No more in the Church of Rome than 
in the Church of England, nor ſo much neither, 
as I ſhall prove before we have done: I do ra- 
ther give Hints on which our Divines can argue 
with you, than take upon me to argue my ſelf. 
Pr. And fo you would put the Engliſh Church. 
upon a Level with the Church of Rome ; you 

won t pretend that your Communion 1s as ex- 

tenſive as ours? 
Ci. M. No, we dont: but were our Commu- 
nion as extenſive as yours, we ſhould not pre- 
tend to be the Catholic Church, The Greek Com- 
munion, I am told, is more extenſive than yours, 
and yet the Greek Church, as ſuch, do's not pre- 
tend to be the Catholic Church, = 
| Pr. 


14 Pope not Uniwer/al Biſhop. 

Pr. But we do. We only have the Univer- 
al Biſhop among us, and are therefore the only 
Catholic Church, 

C. M. Your Biſhop is no more Univerſal, than 
your Church is Catholic : That 1s the Abſurdity 
we charge upon you; but to ſhow you how 
much I have conſider d this Point, I muſt ac- 
quaint you, that I have heard one of our In- 
ſtructors endeavour, as I thought at firſt, to 
take off the Abſurdity of your particular Church s 
pretending to be the Vniverſal Church; and he 
went as far in it as he could, further, it is ſaid, 
than any of yourſelves have gone. 

Pr. Will you Heretics pretend to vindicate 


our Cauſe better than we our ſelves; if you do, 


How glorious an Argument is it of the Force 
of Truth, and the Strength of ſelf Conviction ! 
But I want to hear, pray what did he ſay? 

C. M, He ſaid that any Advocate of the Church 
of Rome might reply, She was not ſo abſurd as 
to confine the Catholic Church within the Walls 
of Rome, no, nor yet within the Pope s Province, 


but that it was extended to all within her Com- 


munion. So France and Spain, and all Popiſb 
Countrys, as we call them, are in their ſenſe 


Members of the Catholic Church: and that there- 


fore poſlibly we were under a Miſtake, and Ab- 
ſurdity our ſelves in Charging the Church of 

Rome with an Abſurdity for ſaying, that he is 
the Catholic Church, as if ſhe ſhould ſay, that he 
being but a particular Church, was at the ſame 


time the univerſal Church, whereas ſhe compre- 


hends many Churches and Nations within her- 
Communion. 


* 


cA Rule in Controverſy, 15 


Pr. Now, my honeft Countryman, I like thee 
I begin to conceive ſome good Hopes of thee : 


I find you have ſome ſenſible impartial Men of 


your way. Pray, who was it, that was ſo juſt 


to the Truth, and ſo fair in ftating this Argu- 


ment. | 
C. M. It may do him a hy ge perhaps to 
name him, and in good ſooth, Sir, let me tell 


vou, that I did not know what to think of him 
my ſelf, as well as I love him, when I heard 
him talk in that way, and moſt of us thought, 


that he was Papiſbly given, if he were not a 
Papiſt all out; but he ſoon perceiv d, how we 


ftard and look d, and ſo gueſſed what was 


the Matter. Upon which he told us: That 


ein treating any Opinions of our Adverſarys 


ewe ſhould always be moſt religiouſly careful 
to do them Juſtice, to give them their full 


Strength and Weight, and ſo far as we could 


clearly diſprove them, to lay them aſide, and 
©no farther. In this Point, and perhaps, ſays 
he, in ſome others I may place the Romiſh 


FTenents in a more advantagious Light, than 
even themſelves have ſet them in; for I fear 

not to do Right to any Opinions, and am 
above any little Imputations; but if when I 
Z © have done them that Juſtice, I can confute 
2 <them, they are confuted to the Purpoſe and 
x © beyond all Reply. 


Pr. This is as it ſhould be, let the moſt learned 


9 of your Doctors do us only this Fuſtice, and then 


ve are ſure they will ſee their Error. But they 


have a Knack at Dreſſing up our Doctrine in 
what Colours they pleaſe, and when they have 


taken 


16 Ca. Ch. h Papiſts conſin d to Rome. 


taken off what themſelves had laid on, That 
they call Confuting. 

C. M. But the Perſon, l ſpeak of, did not ſo. 
He always ſets you out in your own Colours, 
unleſs, where the Caſe will poſſibly bear it, he 


is willing, he ſays, to put the beſt and moſt fa- 


vourable Conſtruction upon your Doctrines. 

Pr. However, he gave up this Point, I ſup- 

ſe, and then if you believe him, you muſt 
bel lie ve, that the Church of Reme is the Catholic 
Church. 
C. M. Not ſo haſty, Sir, neither; Fair and 
Softly gos far. What would you think now? 
Why, as fure as you are alive, he gave the Buſi- 
neſs a Tarn, and made it out quite the other 
way, Point-blank againſt you. 

Pr. 1 don't underſtand theſe Tricks: he is 
a Sophiſter, J muſt tell you, if he argues back- 
wards and forwards. Can he yield a Point firſt, 
and retrieve it afterwards? You ſhould faſpe&t 


ſuch Fagglers, my Friend. 


C. M. Ay, but there was no Juggling in the 
Caſe, all was fair and above board, I do aſſure 
you, and if I can remember, I will tell you how 
he proceeded. --- But ſtill, ſays he, Nezghbours, 
© the Romi ſh Doftors confine the Catholic Church 
*to the Pope s Chair. There is their Center of 


Vnity, and in that is ſeated the Plenitude of 


© Power : that the Roman Communion is of ſuch 
an Extent, that is only accidental: it may be of 
©a wider or of a narrower Compaſs, and ſhould 
© France and Pain, and all forergn Countrys ſhnake 
© off the Pope's Dominion, and leave his Commu- 
nion, ſtill according to them, Rome would he 
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c the Catholic Church, and all thoſe Kingdoms be 


c accounted no Churches at all, any more than 


e, who renounced their Communion near two 


« hundred Vears ago. 


Pr. Andi is it not true? may not God s Church 


be confin'd to one Family, to a Few? How 

when God call d Abraham? and till the G 
© of 1ſrael increaſed ; ? Afterwards, was not the 
Church reduced to the Number of * ſeven thouſand 


only in the Kingdom © of Iſrael? And how did 


the "Church of Chriſt begin? Was it not at firſt 
compos d of a fem Megibers: > and may 1t not 


be reduced to a few again? So that the Cathali 
Church. may well be confin' d within the Wall: of 
Rome, if all the World beſides ſhould renounce 


her Communion. 5 


C. M. This ! in the mean time, he faid, was 


© a Demonſtration, that you did not call the Church 
, of Rome Catholic, becauſe of its Extent, 9 
* cauſe of the Pope's Pretenſſons. So that when 
the Church of Rome calls herſelf the Catholic 


© Church, it was the ſame thing, as if an ticu- 
ar Ren ſhould call it ſelf he Church 17 


Fr. Ves truly, 1 think my elf y very much ob- 


For can he ſup- 
poſe that all Nations ſhall Egge our Church, 1 
then that there is any Church left beſides?; 
CM. * way of Talking I have been taught 
| 4 1 Kings XIX. 1 
hs _ 
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18 Other Churches be/ide the Romam. 
to call Quibbling. But this may very well be ſup- 
pos d, unleſs in the firſt place you will ſuppoſe, 
that all Chriſtians are of the Romsſþb Commu- 
nion, and unleſs in the next place you will ſup- 
poſe, that all, who leave your Communion, do 
turn Heathens, Turks, or Fews. I have heard 
and I do believe it, that if you compare your 
Church with all other Soczetys of Chriſtians all o- 
ver the World, you bear but a very ſmall Pro- 
portion to them: Will you ſay, that they are 
no Churches ? If you are ſo hardy, as by your 
Principles, I am told, you muſt be, 1 ſhould be 
glad to know, how you prove your Aſſertion. 
I have been told, that the Churches of Aſa and 
"Africa never own d any Subjection to the Church 
of Rome, and their Correſpondence with Rome 
was no more than with any other See, to keep 
up and teſtify Communion with that and every 
particular Church. 1 have heard, as ſimple as I 
ſtand here, all your common Arguments, and 
have been taught to anſwer them, and for that 
Reaſon all thoſe Scriptures, you pour'd out up- 
on me, did not convince me at all. 
Pr. I told you before, that the Church of Rome 
Was by Right the Univerſal Church, there being 
no Church beſides: I mean, no other, that 1s 
truly and properly a Church, for your Church of 
England is only a nominal Church, improperly ſo 
call d in the way of common Speaking; and I 
founded the Claim of the Church of Rome upon 
the clear Word of God, and the expreſs Dona- 
tion of Supremacy by our Lord himſelf to St Pe- 
rer, Thou art Peter, &c. Fo. 


C. M. But I have been very well inſtructed, 
f that 
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No Power given to Pet. over other Ap. 19 


that thoſe Texts are nothing to the Purpoſe: 
that the ſame Power which our Lord gives there 
unto Peter, he * gives afterwards in the moſt 
ſolemn Manner to all the Apoſtles; and there- 
fore that thoſe Texts, you mention'd, convey 
no Supremacy and Pre-eminence to St Peter, at 
leaſt not in Excluſion of, and not over the other 
Apoſtles : and that the Apoſtles acknowledged 
no ſuch Supremacy in him is very plain, eſpecial- 
ly from St Pauls Conduct, who b withſtood him to 


- by Face. As to his 9 Biſbop of Rome, I am 
told, we may ſafely yield 

it is far from being evident beyond all Contro- 
verſy, that he was ſo; but that he exerciſed 
there any Act of Supremacy at all, or any where 
3 elſe, more than the other Apoſtles, there is not 
the leaſt Intimation: On the contrarv, we find 
St Paul looks upon himſelf as charg'd with the 
Care of all the Churches, and having enumerated 
all the Sufferings and Hardſhips he had under- 
gone, he reckons that Care as a Burden laid 
upon him, which added to the Weight of all 
his other Troubles, as if he had ſaid: © Beſides 


that he was ſo, tho 


| thoſe things that are without, let me mention, 
that which cometh upon me daily the Care of all the 
How would you have triumphed, 


5 7 


urch of could you have found ſuch a Text for St Peter's 
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Pr. We have much better, but! neither did 


? 
1 


£ 


St Paul, nor any from him pretend to ſuch a 
Title. 5 
« Matth. XVIII. 18. XXVIII. 18, 19, 20. Mark XVI. 15. Luke 
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20 Catholic Epiſtles. 


c. M. I do not argue 700 theſe Words for 
St Paul, as you would have done in behalf of 
St Peter, that he was Univerſal Biſhop, but on- 
ly, that this Paſſage is an Argument againſt 
your Pretenſions for St Peter; and it is remark- 
able, that as an Inſtance of his Care over all the 
Churches, we find St Paul exerciſing an Apoſto- 
lical Power at Rome, both in Perſon and by his 
Epiſtle, without taking notice of or ſo much as 
mentioning St Peter. 

Pr. But you will ſee this . Diffe- 
rence between them: St Paul's Epiſtles are on- 
ly Particular, St Peter's are General or Catholic, 
which. is an Argument againſt any Pretenſions, 
you may ſet up for St Paul againſt him. 

C. M. J am ſetting up no Pretenſions for St 


Paul; 1 am only pulling down your Pretenſions 


for St Peter: But I will tell you, there is no- 


thing i in an Epiſtlès being Catholic or Particular. 


Pr. Yes {ure a Catholic Epiſtle ſhow'd a wider 
Command. 

C. AI. If you are in 3 what think you 
of the ſecond and third Epiſtles of St John? They 
are ſtil d Catholic, tho decke each to a parti- 
cular Perſon, and therefore tho St Paul's are not 
call d Catholic Epiſtles, yet they might be of Ca- 
tbolic Uſe, to be read in all the Churches of the 
Saints ; and that he deſign d they ſhould be 
more generally communicated, we learn from 
his Command to the Coloſſians, en this Epiſtle 
# read amongſt you, cauſe that it be read alſo in the 
Church of Laodicea, and that ye *. read the aaa 


from Laodicea. 
f 4 Cooſſ. IV. 16. 
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ticular Perſon, may be ſtil d Catholic, L have prov d 


S8, Paul's how Catholic. 21 
Pr. I ſuppoſe, the Apoſtle might mean, that 
the Coloſſians ſhould read the firſt Epiſtle to Ti. 


mothy, which was written from Laodicea; or elſe 


an Epiſtle, which he had wrote to the Laodi- 


ceans, and they had ſent to Colofſe: the latter 


Opinion is generally embrac'd, but this is far 
from ſhewing, that his Ep:ſtles are Catholic. 

C. M. It this will not do, let me ask you, 
What you think of his Eyiſtle to the Romans? 
Is that a Catholic Epiſtle, or not? | 

Pr. Thou art a puzzling Fellow, and I don't 
care to anſwer thee: What was directed to 
Rome was directed to the Catholic Church. 

C. M. But the Epiſtle to the Romans is as much 
an Epiſtle to a particular Church, as that to the 
Cormthians. You may conſider how far this af- 
fects your Claim to be the Catholic Church. 

Pr. Not at all. How is the Catholic Church 
concern d in this Diſpute > What fignifies it, 
whether the Epiſtles be Catholic, or to particular 
Churches? 5 © 
C. M. Whatever it ſignifies, it is of your own 
moving: You thought, I warrant, to amuſe 
me with thoſe plauſible Sounds; but, ſince you 


have fallen upon this Point, I do inſiſt upon it, 


that St Paul's are Catholic Epiſtles, as much as 


thoſe, that are ſo tiled: ſo you could have got 


no Advantage over me there. 


Pr. Well, thou art full of thy Proofs.” How 


doſt thou prove that Particulars are Generals? 


C. M. That's an Exploit, I leave to ſuch Won- 


| der-workers as you, to erect a Particular into 


an "Univerſal. But that an Epiſtle even to a par- 


from 


22 Acknowledged ſo by St Peter. 


from two of St Fobn's Epiſtles; and if St Pauls 
own Authority, which I cited, will not do for 
Hy, I will give you St Peter s, which is an Au- 
thority, I ſuppoſe, above all exception. 
Pr. What doſt thou mean? that St Peter 


called or acknowledged St Paul's to be Catholic 


Epiſtles. . . 

C. M. I mean nothing but what I have heard 
made out to my Apprehenſion. St Peter dos 
not indeed call them ſo, but he acknowledges St 


Paul's Epiſtles to be Catholic. His own Epiſtles 


are call'd Catholic, and in his ſecond he tells us, 


that Paul alſo had written to them, to whom he 


then wrote: for conſider his Words, I pray you, 
Eden as our beloved Brother Paul alſo, according 
to the Wiſdom given unto him, hath written unto you, 

Pr. However that's but one Epiſtle, and per- 
haps, if it be not that to the Hebrews, it is loſt. 

C. M. Suppoſing it that to the Romans ; why 
then St Peter ſhews, that St Paul's Epiſtle to the 


Romans was ſent to, and read in all thoſe Coun- 


trys and Churches, to whom St Peter wrote his 
Catholic Epiſtles: and what may be ſaid of the 
Epiſtle to the Romans, is likewiſe true of all the 
reſt, as appears from the next verſe, if you do 
but mind the Connection,“ Even as our beloved 
Brother Paul alſo hath written unto you, --- As alſo 
in all his Epiſtles ſpeaking in them of theſe things, 
Of which Epiſtles he gives this Character, and 
them this Caution, in which are ſome things hard to 
be underſtood, which they that are unlearned and un- 
table mreſt, as they do alſo the other Scriptures, unto 
their own Deſtruction. LITER 
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No Neceſſity of a Viſible Head. 23 
Pr. And what do you infer from all this? 
C. M. Tinfer nothing at all at preſent. I may 
make another ſe of this Paſſage perhaps, as we 
talk on: This 1s a Diſcourſe, of your own be- 


. 
. 
; . 


ginning, but in this nor in any thing that you 
have ſaid, do I find any Proof, that Rome is the 
Univerſal Church, or that St Peter is Umnverſal 
Biſhop, any more than St Paul: nor do I ſee 
that St Peter either had or claim'd or exerciſed 
any Superiority or Command over the other Apo- 

. was manifeſtly the Head and 
Prince of the Apoſtles: He had the Primacy a- 


tles in any Reſpect whatſoever. 


x 


mong them, that your own Writers have ac- 
knowledged: there muſt be ſome Center of U- 
nity, ſome Fountain of Power, and if we had no 
other Teftimony, where ſhould it be ſo natu- 


rally placed as in St Peter? 


7 ww 


C. M. IL have been taught, Sir, that there is 
no neceſſity of any Viſble Center of Unity, or any 
Viſible Fountain of Power to be placed in one Per- 
ſon: The true Center of Unity and Fountain of 


Power we are directed to by St Paul in his Epi- 
2 ſtles to the * Epheſſant and coloſſiant, and to the 
Fountain of Power by our Lord himſelf; but if 


there was any Viſcble Center, 1 have been taught, 


_ that it was at Jeruſalem, and not at Rome, and 
in the College of the Apoſtles, not in any one ſingle 
8 Apoſtle: not in St Peter, for he was not Primate 
there; if Perſonal, rather in St Fames.. But I am 
told, the better Opinion is, that the (enter of 
>} Unity and Fountain of Power was placed in all 


a Eph. IL 22 23. III. 20, 21 22. IV. 45,6. V. 15, 16. Col. II. 19. 
5 Matth. XXVIII. 18. 6 "7 ; 


the 


24+ TheGrand Text Eæplaiu d. 

the Apoſtles under Chriſt their Head. They were 
firſt locally found at Jeruſalem; there the Goſpel 
was firſt preach'd by the Apoſtles, and from 
thence prop. gated over all the World, 
Per. And, as J ſaid before, will this way of | 
Teaching, think you, ſer afide thoſe expreſs 
Texts, which 1 do inſiſt upon for the Supremacy 
of Chriſt's Vicar the Succeſſor of St Peter, and the 
Authority of the Church firſt veſted in the Perſon 
of St Peter by our Lord himſelf? I muſt repeat 
. 5... oo. 

C. M. As for the Text alleg d: Thou art Pe- 
ter, and upon this Rock will I build my Church, 1 am 
told, 'tis nothing to the Purpoſe, for.it is not 
faid wpon Thee wil 1 build my Church, but upon this 
Rock, which, I am told, is another Word, and 
not of the fame Gender, as I think they call it, 
with Peter, and I have been taught to under- 
ſtand. this Rock of Peter s Confeſſion, and nat of 
Peter f Perſon, Now his Confeſſion was ; * Thou 
art the Chriſt the Son of the Living God: So that 
the Church is built upon this Rock indeed, but 
then thu * Rock ir Chriſt, As for the Gift of the 
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. Doſt thou think I ſhall ſtand to hear thee | 


LEE) 


'terpretation is to prevail, the Church's or thine 


C. M. Sir, pray ye don't, be offended: I am 
but a poor Man: I am not conceited, I hope, 
I do not lean to my own Underſtanding: What 
I ſay, I have been taught: 1 have much ſuch Fx- 
plications for the reſt of your Texts, but 1 ſee 
s Matth. XVI. 16. $ x Cor. K. 4. 

Or. you 


No want of an Infallible Guide. 25 


- 
PX 


ot cant hear them with Patience, and ſo I 


aye done, eſpecially fince you ſeem to be go- 
ing off to new Matter. 
Pr, Well, but ſuppoſing the Church beſt able 
to interpret her own Scriptures; wilt not thou 
rather believe the Church, who is a ſure and in- 
fallible Guide, than depend on any Blind private 
fallible Guide whatever? 
C. M. As for ſuch an infallible Guide as you 
boaſt of, I have heard much talk of him, but for 
my part I do not find that I want ſuch an one, 
and I cant tell where to find him, if I did. 

Pr. To ſay you know no want of a Guide is 
Arrogance, and Pride, and Preſumption; and 

that you can't find him is no wonder, when you 
never look for him. 

C. M. Sir, I am neither Proud, nor Conceit- 

ed, Iam a plain ſimple Man, that am willin 
to learn, and I do learn of a Guide, whoſe Di- 
rections, I think, I am bound to follow. 
Pr. You mean, I ſuppoſe, your Pariſh Prieſt, 
but is not he a falible Man? and how can you 
be ſure, that he teaches and directs you right? 
C. M. I am as ſure of hu Direction, as any of 
your People can be of their Prieſt s Direction; 
for I ſuppoſe the Papiſh Prieſts, as we call them, 
are no more infallible than Ours. 1 

Pr. Our Prieſts are fallible, that's true, but 
they take their Doctrine from an infallible Church, 
and as long as they teach that Doctrine, they may 
be ſaid to be infallible. 

C. M. And our Prieſts take their Doctrines 
from the Scriptures, which, we are ſure, are in 
Y themſelyes an infallible Rule, and as long as they 
D teach 


hy 
26 MNouſe of ſuch a Guide, 
teach nothing, but what is evidently taught 1n the 


Scriptures, we may with more reaſon ſay, that 
fo far they alſo are infallible. 


Pr. But can they be ſure themſelves, that 


they teach nothing, but what is taught in Scrz- 


pture? and then much leſs can you be ſure of it. 


C. M. I may with as much reaſon ask, how 
your Prieſts are ſure, that they teach what your 
Church teaches? and then, how are the People 


' ſure, that they do ſo? | 
Pr. This ſhews the Perverſeneſs of your Prieſt s, 


and the Simplicity of ſuch poor well-meaning 


People, as you. Why you muſt needs obſerve 


the great Difference between our Church, and 
3 Our Prieſts indeed do not pretend to 

e znfallible any more than yours, but even your 
Church is fallible by your own Confeſſion, where- 
as our Church 1s infallible. | 

C. M. 1 have been told, that your Church is 

no more infallible than ours, but ſuppoſe your 
Church was infallible, pray what Difference is 
there as to both Prieſts and People between yours 
and ours ? N 85 

Pr. What? no Difference between an infal- 
ible and a fallible Church? | 


C. M. No, not as to Prieſt and People: for I 
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have heard it diſcourſed, that as long as your 


Prieſts are fallible, they can t be infallibly ſure, that 


they deliver the Doctrine in the ſame Senſe, their | 
infallible Church has deſin d it in: and that ſup- 
poſing the Prieſts infallible as well as the church, 


ſtill, unleſs the People were infallible too, they F 


could never be ſure, that the infallible Prieſt did | 


truly deliver the Doctrine of the infallible Church. 
Pr. | 
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Pr. This is ſtrange, and abſurd: this is per- 
verſe to the laſt degree. Do not you ſee, how 
you are blinded by theſe Men? How the Blind 
lead the Blind? For when He that ſpeaks is in- 


fallible, how is it poſſible that the People * 


be miſtaken ? 
C. M. 1 am, Sir, neither ſo abſurd, nor per- 


verſe, as you imagine. I ſuppoſe, you will al- 


low, that Chriſt himſelf, infallible as be was, was 


ſometimes not underſtood, and often miſun-- 


derſtood by his Diſciples; and as long as tis 
poſſible for Men to take what is ſpoken in a 
Senſe any way different from what the Speaker 
intended, they muſt be taught ſome infal- 
lible Way not to miſtake, or the meer Infallibi- 
lity of their Teacher will not lead them into 
the Truth. 
Pr. Thou talkeſt at ſuch a rate, as is enough 
to make a wiſe Man mad. Where is there any 
Poſſibility of Miſtake, when he that ſpeaks, is 
znfallible, and is believ d upon the Account of his 
Infallibility? 

C. M. 1 ſay, there is; for People muſt under- 
ſtand what it is they believe, before they can 


be ſaid to believe: and if they happen not to 
underſtand aright, all this Infallibility is to no 
Purpoſe, unleſs you will ſay, they muſt ſubmit 


to Sounds without regarding their Signification. 


Pr. The People muſt, I conceive, be ſuppos'd 
to underſtand What is Holen, and if Ke are 


„ found to miſunderſtand, they muſt be taught bet- 


ter, till they underſtand aright, 


C. M. That is, till their Reaſon is better in- 
formed, or more properly, till they are ſo in- 
Daz - _ —__ 


He may be Miſunderſtood. 27 


28 Chriſt and his Ab. tho Infallble 
ſtructed and convinc d, that their Reaſon at laſt 
forms a true Fudement of your Doctrine. 

Pr. This is the moſt provoking Hereſy that 
was ever heard of: this is at once to take away 
all Certainty, and to involve the World in per- 
petual Doubts and Diſputations: Will you or 
your Guides have the Front to ſay, that fallible 
Reaſon ſhall be the Judge of Infallbity > 
C. M. Sir, I have been taught, that God who 
gave us Reaſon, doth in all things deal with us 
as reaſonable Creatures, and therefore, tho He is 
doubtleſs Infallible in the Revelation of hs Works, 
and hs Will to Mankind, yet He doth never- 
theleſs apply to their Reaſon, when he requires 
their Belief. Thy from the Scriptures is very | 
plain, and moſt remarkable it is, that Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles, infallible as they were, Himſelf Eſſen- 
tially ſo, his Apoſtles by the Aſſiſtance of has Holy 
Sirit, did ever proceed, where they would con- 
vince, 1n a Way of Reaſon. * Search the Scriptures, 
ſaith. our Lord: and ſo do hi Apoſtles ſend the 
Fews to the ſacred Writings : their Diſcourſes 
were {till an Appeal to Scripture, and Reaſon: to 
Both with the ©Fews; to Reaſon with the * Gen- 
—_— | | 
Pr. It is true, they did condeſcend ſo far to 
convince Men at firſt, but after their Infallibi- 
. ity was once acknowledg d, whatever they de- 
lj liver d might be taken on their Word. 

0 C. M. Ay, it might be; but, as it happen d, 

it was quite otherwiſe: Our Lord himſelf was 


« John V. 39. b Acts II. III. VIII. 26. Chap. X 37, 43, &c, 
e See the Places above. d Acts XIV. 15, &c. Ch. XVII. 22, &c. | 
and in the Epiſtles throughout. = ol 
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Appeal to Scripture and Reaſon. 29 
ever ready to ſatisfy, and anſwer any Queſtions 
of his Diſciples. Nicodemus acknowledg'd our 
Lord to be a * Teacher come from God, and con- 
ſequently Infallible, yet when our Lord declar d, 
that b except a Man be born again, he cannot ſee 
the Kingdom of God, and further tells him in an- 
ſwer to his firſt Queſtion, that © except a Man 
be born of Water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter 


into the Kingdom of God; Nicodemus did not reſt 


in the Infallibility, but made bold to demand, 
d Flow can theſe things be > and our Lord doth not 
reprove him for acting, but only for his Igno- 
rance. Art thou a Maſter in Iſrael, and knoweſt not 
theſe things? Afﬀterwards the Epiſtles are a full 
Evidence, that the Apoſtles ſtill appeal'd to the 
Reaſon of their Converts. * 7 ſpeak as to wiſe Men, 
judge ye what I ſay, ſaith St Paul, What think 
you of theſe Words, Sir ? | 
Pr. I think thou art the oddeſt prating Fel- 


low, I ever met with in my Life; but I will an- 
= ſwer thee according to thy Folly, and confound thee 


at once: The Apoſtles ſuffer d their Converts to 


uſe their Reaſon, becauſe by their Infallibility 


they could reſtrain them at Pleaſure, and ſet 
them right, when they were wrong: but now all 


Points having been ſettled by them, except {ſuch 
as the Church hath ſince determined, or may 
determine hereafter, al People are to reſt in that 
Infallibility and Power, which our Lord firſt in- 
2 veſted them in, and in the Perſon of St Peter 


gave to his Church for ever. ; 
C. M. Here is a great variety of Matter laid 


4 John III. 2. 5 v. 3. c v. 5. d v. 9. e v. 10. f 1 Corin. 
X. 15. XI. 13. | ; | 2 ; : ; 


together ; 


30 Sujfered all Men to examime. 


together ; you are forced to yield, that our 
Lord and his Apoſtles, notwithſtanding their In- 
Fallibility, ſuffer d all ſorts of Perſons to ule their 
Reaſon, and examine what they ſaid ; nay they 
_ encouraged them to do ſo, and the Bereans are 
commended for ſo doing, as People of a free and 
more ingenuous Mind. * Theſe were more noble 
than thoſe in Theſſalonica, in that they recetv'd the 
Word with all readineſs of Mind, and ſearched the 
Scriptures daily, whether thoſe things were ſo, which 
is an Examination your Church will not allow. This 
you cannot deny, for it is Fat, and therefore 
you go about to account, why that was permit- 
ted then, which is not permitted now. But if the 
Apoſtles allow d of Examination, becauſe by their 
Infallibility they could rectify all Miſtakes, me- 
thinks your Church, if ſhe be infallible, might al- 
low it too, and your Infallibility looks the more 
2 when upon that Pretence you deny Men 
the uſe of their Reaſon. 25 

Pr. We do not deny Men the uſe of their Ra- 
Jon, only we will not ſuffer you or any Body elſe 
to diſpute the Doctrines and Determinations of the 
Church. 7 

C. Mf. If the Dofrines of your Church be no 
other than the Scriptures teach, that is no other 
than are taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, we 
do not deſire to diſpute them: it is the Buſineſs 
of our learned Men to vindicate them againſt 
all forts of Hereſys whatſoever; but you depart 
from this Rule: you pretend Authority to add to 
and diminiſb from the Word of God: to make 
new Articles of Faith, and impoſe new Terms of 

« Acts XVII. II. 
Salvation. 


7 
5 
1 
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e Dod. of the Ch. fixed by Script. 31 
Salvation. This yourſelf have own'd, in what 
vou lately deliver d, and well may you own it, 
for it is one of the boaſted Prerogatives of your 
= Church 
Per. Is any private Perſon, or any particular 
FZ Church, ſuch as this of England, to preſcribe 
= Bounds to the Catholic Church, and teach her what 
the Articles of Faith ſhe ought to require? 
Ci. M. The Church of England in this cafe on- 
hich ly vindicates herſelf, ſhe ſets no Bounds, ſhe 
This preſcribes no Rules to the Catholic Church, ſhe 
2 derives all her Rules and Practice from the Ca- 
mit- 4 | tholic Church, as the Catholic Church derives her 
the Faith from the Scriptures, and all ſound parts of 
their the Church from the firſt Ages: For as to Arti- 
cles of Faith, they were antecedent to the ca- 
it. al- tholic Church, they were the very Doctrine and 
Foundation, ſhe was form d upon; and there- 
fore no Article is to be propos d as an Article 
of Faith, which was not taught and requir d by 
our Lord and his Apoſtles, 
Pr. Is not this ſetting Bounds to the Autho- 
2 rity of the Church? and if the Church requires 
2 aſſent to any Articles, that do not ſeem to be 
explicitely contain d in the Ancient Creeds, are 
not we to ſuppoſe, that this was the Original 
Faith, tho not then deliver d in ſo many Words, 
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iſineſs as it is now expreſſed in? 

gainſt C. M. We do not ſet any Bounds to the 
depart church; ſhe was bounded ar firſt by our Lord 
add to himſelf as to all Points of Faith. Other Foun- 


1 


make dation can no Man lay, than that which is laid; 
rms of Other Goſpel muſt no Man preach, than that the 

"y 4 1 Cor. III. 11. 6 Gal. I. 8, 9. 2 
vation. 


Apoſtles 
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32 Ch. of Engl. Agreement with it. 
Apoſtles preach d: This is the Limitation, and 
if your Pope were an Angel of Heaven, yet ac- 
curſed ſhall he be, that —_ any other Goſpel, than 
that ye have received. 
Pr. So ſay I too: and we do accordingly pro- 
nounce them accurſed, that preach or receive 
any other Dofrine than that, which the Church 
delivers; and ſo you, and all Heretzcs denying * 
the Doctrine of the Church, do fall under this (on- 
demnation. | q 
C. M. This is very extraordinary indeed; and 


ſo you would turn this dreadful Sentence upon 


us, as if we taught another Goſpel, than was 
taught by the Apoſtles : we teach indeed not al- 
together what you deliver for Goſpel, but in this 
I am clearly inſtructed, and can boldly make 


a Challenge, as ſimple as I ſtand, that we do 


© entirely agree with the Doctrine of the Apoſtles, 
© and that you do not, any further than you a- 
© oree with us. | 

Pr. How can you tell whether you agree or | 
not, when you are not certain ſo much as of | 
the Scriptures > much leſs can you be certain of 
the Doctrine deliver d in them, and held by the 


Church. ; 


C. M. We are as certain of the Scriptures, and | 
of the Doctrine contain d in them as you are: 
This is an old beaten Road, and I will venture 
to ſay, we are more certain than you are. | 

Pr. Thou art a very impudent Fellow, only | 
it is in Charity to thy Soul, or this is not to be 
endur d: I ſay, you have no certainty of what | 
is Scripture, or what is not Scripture at all. 

C. M. 1 ſtand to my Point, Sir, and do ſay, 
that | 


Antiquity of the Ch. of England. 3 3 

that we have at leaſt as much certainty as you. 
Why ſhould we not for thoſe Books, in which we 
are both agreed? and becauſe we do not agree 
upon all, that is, becauſe you obtrude aninſpir d 
Books for Divine, I ſay, we have more certainty 
upon the whole than you. CORE 
Pr. How came you by this Certamty > From 
whom did you receive the Scriptures? from what 
Church? upon what Authority? you are but of 
Yeſterday, and you pretend to any certainty? 
C. M. Ves, Sir, we do. We have the ſame 
Scriptures, we had before this Nation was ſub- 
jected to the See of Rome: We are not of yeſter- 
day, we are as old as our firſt Converſion long be- 
fore Auſtin the Monk, we were a Church, before 
we came under the Roman Yoke, and we did not 
ceaſe to be a Church, when we broke from it ; 
we left your Communion indeed, but we only 
returned to our Primitive State at the Refor- 
mation; and ſo much may ſerve to your idle 
Clamor, and importunate filly Demand, Where 
was your Church before Luther > We were ever 
a Church, ſince the firſt Planting of the Goſpel in 
this Aland; we were moſt corrupt indeed, when 
joyn d with you, but we loſt neither our Church, 
nor our Scriptures, when we caſt off the Popes 
Dominion. 5 „ 

Pr. You are deceiv'd in your Hiſtory by the 
Gloſſes of cunning Men, all Chriſtians from the 


Beginning were ſubject to Chriſt's Vicar the Pope; 


but you run upon one part of my Queſtion on- 
ly, and avoid the main Point, which I challenge 
you and all Proteſtants upon, that you have no 
Scriptures, but what you receiv'd from us. 
F. . 


24 Canon of Scripture how ſettled. 

C. M. As to your firſt Aſertion, tis manifeſt- 
ly falſe, and has been refuted before: As to 
your Challenge, I am inform d, that we have re- 
ceiv d the Scriptures handed down from Age to 


Age, as they were firſt deliver d by the ſacred 


Penmen, till they were atteſted by their being 
received into the Canon, I think they call it, and 
as they have been tranſmitted to us in that Ca- 
non thro all ſucceſſive Apes. Now if the Church 
was able from the Beginning to aſcertain what 
was Scripture, and what was not, and ſo form'd 
the Canon upon the Evidence and Atteſtation 
of thoſe Primitive Biſhops, with whom thoſe Sa- 
cred Treaſures were depoſited, we are as certain 
as long as we are poſſeſſed of that (anon, as you 
can be. For we receive the Scriptures upon the 


Teſtimony of thoſe who made and compleated 


the Canon; and their Teſtimony cannot be doubt- 
ed, if we conſider, how near they liv d to the 
Apoſtles Times, how careful they were in exa- 
mining the Teſtimony of every Church, which had 
the Keeping of any part of the ſacred Writings, 
and the Impoſſibility of impoſing any ſpurious 
Pieces upon the World: To all this I may add, 
as I have heard the Caſe very fully and very 
clearly ſtated, that the Enemys of Chriſtiamty, 
however they oppoſed the Doctrines, did never 
queſtion the Genuinneſs of thoſe Scriptures, which 
{upported them. 8 
Fr. Very well; but {till it was the Authority 
of the Church, that made the Canon, and ſo you 
may obſerve, how you are fore d to come round 
to us, whether you will, or no: for you can ne- 
ver be aſſur d of the Canon, unleſs you acknow- 
ledge, 
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Not receiud from Rome. 35 
= ledge, that they who compil d it, or more pro- 
= perly the Pope, and the Church, which made it, 
were infallible. This you will grant at laſt I 
ſuppoſe. 
C. M. No indeed, but I won t. I have heard 
that we are in the dark as to many Circum- 
ſtances: It doth not appear, that any part of 
the Canon was made at Rome, much leſs that the 
Pope preſided; it is only a Suppoſition, that 
the Epiſtolar Canon, as I think they call d it, was 
made there; but we take the Whole upon the 
Authority of great and undoubted Evidence de- 
liver d in by every Church concerning thoſe Scrip- 
tures, which they teſtified to be writ by thoſe 
ſacred Authors, whoſe Names they bear: They 
did not appeal to the Biſhop of Rome, nor to 
a Roman Council, but the Whole Aſſembly were 
Judges, All weighed the Evidence, and Al agreed 
in the Eſtabliſhment of ſuch Books, as they re- 
ceiv d. This I have heard diſcourſed, as well as 
I can remember. 
Pr. Why what a tedious long learned Speech 
have you made! It is a Misfortune for ſuch 
Fellows as you, to have ſo good a Memory, and 
to grow a ſort of half Schollars by Hearſay; 
but cannot you find, that the Determination muſt 
be made by infallible Authority > and where is 
that Authority but in the Church ? N 
C. M. Still you take your Church for the Catho- 
lie Church, and roundly pronounce your ſelves In- 
Fallible; but as far as your Church is concern d in 
the (anon, that is, in making it differ from that 
anciently receiv d, I am told, that ſhe came but 
late to the Work, and then by Virtue of her 
| E 2 Infalli- 


26 Church of Rome hath 

i Infallibility ſhe made that to be Scripture which 

= never was Scripture, and canoniſed thoſe Books 

= for Inſpir d, which the 7eme always reckon d Apo- 
cryphal: Who, I pray, ſhould know the Canon 

of the Old Teſtament belt? the Fewiſb Writers, 
or your Trent Council? If the Scriptures were to 
be ſettled by your Infallibility, we might not be 


Scriptures, than they ? 


* 


aſſur d of one Book's being truly inſpir d, when by I 
mixing your Apocryphal Ware, you would deſtroy 
the Credit of the ſacred Writings, and render 
the whole Canon luſpeted. I 

Pr. Have not Chriſtzans a clearer Revelation, 1 
than the 7eme? do not we know more of the q 


C. M. No, nor ſo much of their old Canon, as 
they did, who ſettled it, and therefore the Chri- 
100 ſtian Church was only careful to know what Books 
Wi were undoubtedly receiv d by the Fews, and 

thoſe ſhe hath alſo received. There was no 
need of Infallibility to determine a Fact of this 
Nature, and both the Canons ſtand upon the 
ſame Foundation of great and undoubted Teſt:- 
mon). f 
Pr. Without Infallibility how can you know 
that the Teſt:mony it ſelf is true? Is not the 
Church Judge of the Teſtimony ? I 

C. M. The Church it {elf it is, I do not mean 

Led your Church, that bears this Teſtimony: She is the 
| hn great Witneſs in this important Cauſe: She wit- |; 
LHR: neſſeth to the World, that upon the ſtricteſt Enquiry, | 
WA which Facts of this Nature are capable of, ſhe finds | 
RA every Book, which ſhe receives, to be Genuin: as ſuch 
in all Ages ſhe hath kept them, and delivered 
be them down to us agreeable to her ſacred Truſt, 
1 3 pb fs wa 


Fal/ified the Canon. 39 
as the Witneſs and * Keeper of Holy Writ : there 


| hath been no Variation in any Church, but yours, 


which bath proudly preſum d to impoſe Apocry- 


phal Books, and ſo to falſify the Canon. 


Pr. That is a very high Charge upon an in- 


fallible Church, T muſt tell you, and deſerves ano- 


ther kind of Anſwer than I can give you at pre- 
ſent; but I conſider you are taught by your 
Prieſt to talk like a Parrot. Why this very Ar- 
gument of thine, that ſeems ſo much againſt it, 
doth moſt ſtrongly prove the Infallibility of the 
Church: for the Church cannot be miſtaken in ſo 
Fundamental a Point, and conſequently in what 


ſhe determines, ſhe muſt be Infallible. 


C. M. Surely, Sir, this 1s too palpable, too 
groſs to paſs on any reaſonable Man : but I 


anſwer, all Churches will never agree in ſuch a 


Miſtake, your Church may go by it ſelf, but the 
Catholic Church has otherwiſe determin d. What 
has Infallibility to do in this Caſe ? all the In- 


Fäallibility that can be required, or ſuppoſed a- 


mounts to no more than the utmoſt Certainty 
a Fat of this Nature is capable of: So I have 
heard ſome of our learned Men argue. In 
ſhort, Sir, we need deſire no Infallibility more 
than the utmoſt Certamty that Facts afford, and 
that is no more than every Man hath in him- 
ſelf, who is infallibly aſſur d, for Inſtance, that 


there # a God. 


Pr, What a work doſt thou make with Infal- 
libility, and knoweſt not what thou art talking 
of. Thus is not properly what we mean by In- 
fallibility: We mean by it a Gift, a Privilege, a 
a XXXIX. Art. 20. | 3 
re- 
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the Perſon of St Peter Lee, to lead her in- 
to all Truth, and to preſerve her from Error. 

C. M. And pray, Sir, if I may be ſo bold, 
where do you find this great and inyaluable Gift 
conferr d? 

Pr. Where? why where ſhould it be found? 
in the Scriptures we find it, eſpecially in thoſe 
of the Nem Teſtament, and particularly in the 

Paſſages I cited before for the Authority and 
Infallibility of the Church, and the Supremacy of 
St Peter. Theſe Points all hang together, and 


prove one another: it is a ſign indeed, thou 


knoweſt much of the Matter to ask ſuch a Que- 
ſtion ! only thou haſt been taught a Road of 
Heretical prating againſt the Church, and ſo 
thou run ſt on without Fear, or Wit, till the 
— 7 of Infallibility ſtrike thee to the Ground 
at lalt. | | 

C. M. J am a very filly ſhallow pated Fellow, 
Sir, I muſt own, but I am not quite knocked 
down yet, and would therefore crave your Pa- 
tience, don't be angry, Sir, only give me leave 
to ask, How came you to know that Infallibi- 
lity was conveyd to your Church in the Scrip- 
tures d | 

Pr. The Church finds it there moſt clearly 
convey d. 

C. M. Pray, Sir, excuſe a Fool in hes Folly: I 
ſhall ask another filly Queſtion ; How did the 
Church at firſt come to know, What was Scripture, 
and what was not ? 5 
5 — Why, thou perverſe Fellow, by Infalli- 
ay. | | 
4 C. Mi. 


Prerogative, which Chrift gave to his Church in 


3 7 


your Inf all 


0 | Expoſed. 5 5 
C. M. What before he knew, ſhe was infal- 


lible? why you muſt by your own account be 


certain of the Scriptures before you can pretend 
to 2 and will you go about to argue 

bility from the Screptures, and the 
Scriptures again from your Infallibiliey? Juſt as 
you do the Authority of the Church from the Sorip- 
zures, and the Scriptures again from the Autbo- 


3 rity of the Church. Now this, I am told, proves 


nothing: tis running round in a Ring, I think, 
they ſay, but in my fooliſh Fancy, It it juſt like 
a Dog in a Wheel ſtill turning about and about, and 
never getting a Foot forward. If this be the Caſe, 
we can tell what 1s Scripture as well as you, we 


receive it upon the ſame Tzffimony, — of 
| of 


muſt do; for till you have firſ# got poſſeſſe 
the Scriptures, you have no more Pretence to 
Infallibility than we have, and to ſay the Truth, 
nor after neither. - | 

Pr. Thou pretendeſt to run the Circle upon 
us, and doſt not confider, as indeed the Caſe 
is too nice for ſuch clumſy Pates as thine, that 
Infallibility muſt be antecedent to the Scriptures, 
tho the Promiſes of it are part of thoſe Scriptures. 

C. M. Yes, Sir, I have been taught to con- 
ſider in what ſenſe Infallibility is antecedent to 
the Scriptures, that is, juſt as Authors are ante- 
cedent to their Works: The ſacred Penmen were 
divinely . and conſequently infallible, but 
what is this to your Pretenſions > who among 
you is divinely inſpir dꝰ but more of this, as you 
ſhall give me occaſion. 
Pr. Well I ſhall give thee occaſion enough 
before I haye done; if it were not evident from 

| Y  FSerfture, 
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Scripture, that the Church muſt be infallible, it is 
evident from Reaſon even from Neceſſity, that 


ſhe muſt be ſo. It is evident from Scripture, as 


appears by the Texts, which I have quoted, they 
are plain and full to the Point, and I muſt add, 
that there is no Senſe in the Scriptures we al- 
lege, unleſs they import the Infallibility and 
Authority of the Church, and the Supremacy of 
St Peter. 2 e 

C. M. This is juſt the ſawcy way, your Wri- 


ters have of treating the Scriptures, when they 


are againſt them. Yet, Sir, I have ſhow d you, 
how we explain ſome of thoſe Texts otherwiſe, 
but ſuppoſing they did import the Infallibility 
of the Church, it doth not follow that they muſt 
be reſtrain d to your Church: As for St Peter's 
Supremacy we own it as far as Priority of Place 
or Precedency goes, but not in your exorbitant 
omnipotent Senſe. For my part I am not con- 
vinc d, nor can be by all that your Church is able 
to advance in this Cauſe: the Difference be- 
tween us is, that you obtrude what you pleaſe 
upon your Votarys by your proud Pretenſions 
to Infallibility, we make uſe of an infallible Rule, 
if rightly underſtood, which is very poſſible: 
you deny this Rule as ſufficient, and ſo if your 
Infallibility fails you, you have no ſufficient Rule 
at all. „ | 
Pr. I ſhall not diſpute that Point with thee 
juſt now; thou art running from my Argu- 
ment, and getting into. the Hackney. Common 
Pad-way of your Proteſtant Writings : if Scripture 
cannot convince thee, Reaſon even Neceſſity will, 
that the Church muſt be Infallible, for otherwiſe 
we 
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we can be certain of Nothing: we can never 
come to any Certarnty in any thing. 

C. M. Yes, Sir, by the ſame means, Men 
come to a Certarnty in other Points, they may 
come to a (ertainty in Religion: I have been 
told by him, whom J have great Reaſon to be- 
lieve, that an honeſt Mind will never be at a 
lofs, if the Owner of it takes proper Ways, and 
implores God's Bleſſing upon them. We of this 
Church comparing our Faith with the Scriptures, 
and the very Primitive Ares, may be aſſur d, that 
we profeſs the true Faith of Chriſt, as long as the 
Primitive Hiſtorys ate preſerved; and we are 
the more confirm d, when upon comparing we 
find, that we agree, and you differ with Both. 

Pr. What is this to the Purpoſe? you can 
read and compare the preſent Doctrines with the 
Ancient, but what is this to Matters of Faith 
4 you muſt have recourſe to Infallibility at 
aſt. 1 ts | 8 
C. M. But not to your Infallibility: whatever 
is reveal d by God we believe to be true, becauſe 
ſo reveal d; and we do therefore believe that 
thoſe, by whom he reveals Himſelf, are infallible: 
but Infallibility is not neceſſary to thofe who are 
to deliver, or who are to receive his Vill al- 
ready reveal d. Infallibility in the Teacher there- 
fore is only neceſſary in matters of Revelation 
not already reveal d; but in other Points we may 
come to an infallible Certainty of ſuch Conclu- 
ſions, as our Underſtandings are capable of. 
So that having the reveal d Vill of God before 
us, and reverencing it as an infallible Rule, we 
arè capable of underſtanding it, and coming to 
ny F a (er- 
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a Certainty as much as we are capable of under- 
ſtanding the Terms of any Propoſition, or the 
Senſe and Meaning of any thing deliver d in 
any Language. en 
Pr. But this, I ſay, without an infallible Guide 
you cant attain to: 'tis the Point in debate, 
and you affirm, and I deny. But I ſhall further 
prove it to your entire Conviction, 
C. M. I have not barely affirmd, I have 
brought ſuch Proofs as I could remember, and 

partly in the very Words I have been taught; 
Only this Point takes in ſeveral others, or we 
have dwelt long enough upon it. 5 

Pr. Well I find thou doſt begin to flinch : 
Infallibility muſt needs overcome, and the Uſe 
and Benefits of it are ſo great to Mankind, that 
I muſt needs adore it as the greateſt Bleſſzng, 
God hath beſtow'd upon his Church. . 

C. M. Sir, if I may preſume to interrupt this 
Rapture you are in: to tell you the Truth, Sir, 
what I have often heard from my Guide, I think 
to be very true, that your Infallibility and Church- 
Authority are good for nothing, but to do Miſ- 
chief, and that is a bold Word now. 8 

Pr. And thou art a bold Fellow, and the Bolder 

becauſe thou art Blind: I pity thy Ignorance, 
and would inform thee, and teach thee in the 
right Way, but till thou canſt be brought to ac- 
knowledge the Authority and Infallibility of the 
Church, tis to no purpoſe to ſpend any more 
Words upon thee. Eros 

C. M. Now, Sir, thanking you for your good 
Will, I can ſee but two Ways to bring this a- 
bout, for either you muſt convince me by Rea- 


ſon 


Hereſys owing to the Abuſe of Rea ſ. 4.3 


fon and Argument, or I muſt take your bare Word 


for it without chewing upon the Matter. If 


you propoſe the firſs Way, I muſt not only jaage 
for my ſelf, but I am Fudge of you, and your In- 
fallibility too; and for the other Way to take 
your Word, --- you will ſay perhaps, IJ have Ma- 
ſon to do ſo, but I muſt needs ſay, my Reaſon is 
bur very ſmall, if 1 ſhould ſubmit without any 
Reaſon at all, 
Pr. This Reaſon in you Heretic is the Foun- 
dation of all the Sets and Schiſms, that have 
ever peſtered the hriſtian World. Look abroad 
among your People, and ſee the Face of your 
Proteſtant Church: How are you all divided? 
Lutherans, Caluiniſts, Remonſtrants, Antiremon- 
ſtrants) And here in England what numbers of 
Sets and Opinions abound? all owing to this 
Vſe of Reaſon: whereas we are all Uniform un- 
der the Authority of the Church, and the conduct 
of our infallible Guide. 15 
C. M. That we are divided is not owing, as 
I am informed, to the Uſe, but to the Abuſe of 
Reaſon, and theſe Abuſes cannot be remedied ſo 
long as Men are influenced by Paſſion and Pre- 
judice: we muſt bear with the Evil as well as 
we can, and follow the Example of the Apoſtles 
both in Doctrine and Diſcipline. They were in- 
fallible, yet they did * with Patience, and in Meek- 
neſs inſtruct thoſe that oppoſed themſelves, till they 
found them zncorrigible, and then they ® rejected 
them. Such perverſe Oppoſers we have alſo Au- 
thority to throw out of our Communion. 
Pr. And will that cure the Evil? have Here- 
4 2 Tim, II. 24, 25. 6 1 Tim, I. 20. Tit. III. 19. 
TS = 
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tits any regard for Excommunication : > We are 
content indeed with that, where we can do no 
more, but there is no effectual way of extirpating ; 
Hereſies, but extirpating the Heretics themſelves. 
This keeps us Uniform, and all of a Piece; we | 
{offer no Diviſiont nor Dividers among us. 

C. M. Why truly your Inquiſitions are an ad- 
mirable Support to your Infallibility; you have 
no other way to maintain your infallible Doctrine, 
I mean your Errors, but by Blood and Fire, and 


Vapor of Smoke. 


Pr. Thou lieſt, like actin Heretic, as thou 
art. Do not we maintain our Doctrines by Books, 
and Conference, and Conviftion? only where People 
are obſtinate, if they belong to us, and are with- 
in our Reach, we cure them the other Way. 

C. M. It is better, as I have heard it diſ- 
courſed, to ſuffer the worſt Conſequences of 
Hereſys and Schiſms, than to extinguiſh them, as 
you do. However, you have Diviſons amon 
your ſelves, and thoſe, as I have been told, 
very Great and Conſiderable ; only provided 
they do not break Communion, nor openly con- 
tradict your Trent Council, as they call it, you 
do indeed in a great meaſure avoid the Scandal 
of them, even in the very beſt manner, which 
is the only way to avoid it, and that is by tole- 
rating them. 

Pr. They are but ſmall nn W 


they affect neither the Infallibility nor Authority 


of tlie Church ; if they ſhould, Infallibility and 


Authority would {oon refute thaw. 


C. M. What they are in particular, I do not 
enquire at preſent: I can depend upon the 
oy CR, 


Novel Doctriues. 4 
are Charge, that they are Great and Conſiderable 
no in general. And by what you have ſaid, all 
ing that I can find is this, Your Infallibility and Au- 
t bority can ſilence indeed, but never can convince ; 

we and if you would be contented to let the Chri+ 
ſtian Faith reſt upon the Plan of the Apoſtlar, 


D 
* 
7, 


ad- there would be no Occaſion for them, and yau 
ave and we ſhould have no Differene. 

ine, Pr. No Difference ſay you? do you pretend 
ind |} to be a Reconciler ? will you preſume to acquit 


or condemnꝰ are you, or any of yours Juage 
of the Church, and her Doctrine? 
C. M. Ves, Sir, every Body is a quage, that 
can compare them with the Scriptures, and the 
Primitive Church. For my part I only ſpeak by 
Information, and fo I ſay again, there is no D 
ference between you and us, but what 1s of your 
own cauſmg: for we hold all the Dofrimes, which 
the Apoſtles delivered, whereas you have added 
many new Doctrines, which the Scriptures and firſt 
Fees, nay which many Ages of the Church were 
utter Strangers to. Here is our Difference, and 
the Cauſe of it : this is the Good or rather this 
is the Miſchief your Infallibility has done. In 
ſhort, your Infallibility, as you manage it, is a 
manifeſt Inſult on the Reaſon of Mankind. 
Pr, 1 muſt not hear theſe Abuſes and Calum- 
nys out of ſuch an ignorant foul Mouth, as 


ces: i thine: I ſay while the Church is infallible, it is 
rity | ampoſſible ſhe ſhould maintain an Error. | 
and | C. M. I ſay, ſhe doth maintain a World of 
Errors, to ſay no worſe, and therefore by your 
not own Rule I conclude, ſhe is not infallible. Lou 
the chaye no Truth among you, but what you hold 


in 
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in Common with us: in your Agreement with us, 
lies all your Chrift:anzty : your Errors are what 


© we properly call your Popery. 

Pr. What Errors thou abuſive Fellow? is not 
the Church the Pillar and Ground of Truth > muſt 
ſhe not therefore be infallible? and then I ſay 
again, it is impoſſible for the Church to err. 

C. M. The true Catholic Church is indeed the 
Pillar and Ground of Truth, as the ever profeſſes, 
and is the Conſervator of the true Faith of Chriſt: 


But, I ſay, it is poſſible for your Church to err, 


for every Church in its turn, for Churches and 
Councils to err: J am taught, that, they may err, 
and have erred; and that yours, which you vain- | 
ly call the Church, hath erred, and doth err more 
than any. And if her Errors are to be aſcribd 
to any Cauſe more than other, tis to your In- 
Fallibility. 

Pr. Your making a Noiſe and a Bawling a- 
bout Errors is nothing to the Purpoſe ; for as 
long as Infallibility is neceſſary to the very Being 
of the Church, her Doctrines will be receiv'd as 
znfallble, notwithſtanding you Heretics call thoſe 
Truths by the name of Errors. 


C. M. Your Errors are enough to put Infall;- 


bility out of Countenance, and do fully prove, that 
your Church is not infallible, tho we ſhould own, 
the Church in general is infallible: but your Ar- 
gument is weak and inconcluſive. I am told, 
that you might as well pretend, that a perpe- 
tual Courſe of Miracles is neceſſary to the Being 
of the Church, and this you do indeed pretend, 
as they are made one Note of the Church; but 
4 1 Tim. III. 15. | 
the 
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Our Lord's Promiſe to his Ch.expl. 45 
the Glory of them is not Great, nor is the Truth 
of them Clear, nor the Belief of them Eaſy, when 
compar'd with thoſe recorded in the Scripture; 
but this I am fallen into by the By. 

Pr. And are not Miracles a Proof of Infalli- 
bility> Thou art confirming what thou pre- 
tendeſt to queſtion. | 

C. M. 1 fay, Sir, you might as well pretend, 
that Miracles are neceſſary to the Being of the 

Church, as that Infallibility is, you prove one as 
eaſily as the other, that is, for want of proving 
either, you will prove your Church hath neither, 
and conſequently is not, if theſe be neceſſary, 
the Catholic Church: But to ſay the Truth, your 


Talk that Infallibility is neceſſary, as you hold it, 


is needleſs, vain and idle: For when we are 
once ſatisfied, as we are very well without the 
help of your Infallibility, that the Scriptures are 
the Word of God, we have all the Infallibility we 
have occaſion for, and there is no Ground or 
Pretence for any other. 
Pr. No? What hath not our Bleſſed Saviour 
promiſed his Apoſtles to be with them unto the End 


of the World? and is not this Promiſe under- 


ſtood. of his aſſiſting them in the Diſcharge of 
their Office for ever, and how can this be To: 
unleſs Infallibility continues in the Church unto 
the End of the World? Phe 
C. M. This Promiſe is underſtood of the ordi- 
nary Diſcharge of the Mzmſterial Function, as I 
have been taught, and it cannot be underſtood 
otherwiſe, if it reaches, as indeed it doth, unto 
the End of the World. For if you underſtand it 
I - 6 Matt COVER rr 
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of the extraordinary Gifts, you make it peculiar 
to the Age of Miracles: if of Infallibility alone, 
you make it perfonal to the Apoſtles, and 3 
Writers, and it determin d with them. And there- 
fore Infallibility, as it deſcended not to their Suc- 
cefſors, is not intended in the Promiſe; the ſame 
may be ſaid to any other Scriptures, which you 
may produce to the ſame Purpoſe. | 
- Pr. Thou art a perverſe Diſputer ; and art 
train d up in a croſs Interpretation of Scripture, 

Tho Infallibility doth not deſcend perſonally on 
the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, yet it 18 a Grace 
and Privilege given to the Church for ever, and 
it is not general to all Biſhops, becauſe reſtrain d 
to the Succeſſor of St Peter. | 

C. M. Ay, marry, but you'l have much ado 
to fix your Infallibility there, or indeed any where 
elſe: We ſhall have fine work of Popes againſt 
Popes, and Council againſt Council, and Infallibility 
againſt Infallibility. And fince you have men- 
tion'd this, it puts me in mind of what I ſaid 
in the Beginning upon this Subject, that ſup- 
poſing I wanted an infallible Guide, I knew not 
where to find him. Ea OY 

Pr. Why where wouldſt thou find him, but 

in the Catholic Church ? CA: e 

C. M. But can you tell me, Sir, whereabouts 

in this Catholic Church this Iufallibility is lodg d, 
or in what one Perſon or more it certainly re- 
fides ? For if there be no ſuch thing as an infal- 
lible Guide, we need not enquire any further: 
and if he cannot be found, or the Seat of his In- 
Fallibiluy be not ], it is a ſtrong Preſum- 
ption, my poor fallibie Guide call d it a Demon- 
ration, that there is None. Pr. 


Ch. of Rome uncertain where. 49 
Pr. Why, tis in the Church, tis in the Pope, 
tis in the Council: The Decrees of the church 
are infallible. 
C. M. If you can fix the Seat of your Infalli- 
bility with no more Certainty than this, I would 
not give a Fig for it. It is ſtrange you ſhould 
boaſt of Infallibility, and that Infallibility not be 
able certainly to tell you, in whom it Oy or 
where it is placed. 
Pr. It is no matter for that, we are ſure we 
ave it, we know the Church is infallible, when 
ie acts as the Church ; and Reaſon evinces it muſt 


be ſo: You may quibble and cavil as long as 


you pleaſe, we can demonſtrate the Infallibility 
of the Church, tho we will not peremptorily de- 
fine where that Infallibility is placed. 

C. M. I have been told, that this is not ow- 
ing ſo much to your Modeſty as your Ignorance. 
The very Difference of Opinion among your Do- 
flors about it, is, 1 think, a Demonſtration againſt it. 

Pr. We reſt in general Terms, and that's e- 
nough, and then the Infallibility of the Church 
is demonſtrated beyond all Reply: for was not 


the Whole Chriſtian * taught and eſta- 


bliſhed by Infallibility? were not Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles infallible is not the Seripture it ſelf, ac- 
cording to your Doctrine, infallible > and if the 
Church of Chrift was znfallible, then, is there not 
the ſame Reaſon, ſhe ſhould be NOR ſtill unto 


the End of the World? 


C. M. I anſwer, No. Not in your Senſe of 
Infallibility, and God can preſerve his Truth and 
his Church without it. But what is all this to 
the Church of Rome, till ſhe appears to be the Ca- 
G tholic 
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tholic Church? Is this your Demonſtration, as you 
call it? I do not pretend to know the Laws 


and Rules of Demonſtration, tho I have heard 
ſomething of them, but I can anſwer this of 


yours, and {hall do it in few Words, if you will 


give me the Hearing. 

Pr. You may babble and prate, but there is 
no talking againſt Demonſtration. Were not 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles infallible? and mult not 


the Church be infallible Kill > 


C. M. This is ſtill finging the ſame Tune: 
here is nothing new offer d. But however, to 
what you ſay again, and again, Again J anſwer, 
No. That Chriſt and his Apoſtles were infallible, 
we are all agreed; but conſider, Sir, if you 
pleaſe, as I have been taught to do, in what 
Manner they were infallible, and for what Pur- 

oſes. 
; . Conſider! What ſhould I conſider? if 
they were infallible, that is enough: what ſig- 
nity the Manner and Purpoſes > what doſt thou 
mean by this round about way to evade my De- 
monſtration ? 

C. M. I mean not to evade, I am not afraid 


of forty ſuch Demonſtrations: If your Infallibility 


be not like therrs, how will you argue from theirs 
to yours? Our bleſſed Lord, who is One with the 
Father, and who, as the Son of Man had not the 
Spirit by * meaſure, is of and from himſelf infallible : 
the Apoſtles by the peculiar Inſpiration of the 
Holy Ghoſt, were alſo infallible; but can you 
point out at this, or in any time fince the very 
primitive Ae any Perſon or Perſons, whom you 
a John III. 34. | 

can 
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can atteſt to be, or to have been ſo inſpir d, as 


the Apoſtles were? I ſuppoſe you will not un- 
dertake 1t. . 


Pr. What then? Infallibility is now a gene- 


ral Direction; we are ſatisfied, we have it. 

C. M. I ſay, you cannot have it without Di- 
vine Inſpiration; ſo that unleſs you have at leaſt 
ſome Perſon or Perſons Divinely inſpir d, your Ar- 
gument from Chriſt and his Apoſtles fails. Be 
pleaſed in the next place to conſider the Pur- 
poſes for which the Apoſtles were thus inſpir d, 
and infallibly directed. Now I have been taught, 
that the Apoſtles being appointed by their Lord 
to preach the Goſpel: a Doctrine, that came from 
Heaven: the laſt Revelation of God's Will to 
Mankind, they ſþake, as holy Men of God had ſpoken 
in the old time before them, as they were ov d by the 
* Holy Ghoſt; and this Doctrine of theirs, being 
fully atteſted and confirm d by Miracles, was to 
be the ſtanding Doctrine of the Church for ever. 
After this was once ſettled, there was no Rea- 
ſon for the Inſpiration of Teachers, or their Infal- 
lihility; but as the Converts made by the Apoſtles 
did judge of the Truth, even of their Doctrines, 


S and underſtood what was taught, by the plain 


uſe of their Reaſon aſſiſted by the Grace of God, 
in like manner all future Converts, and Diſciples 
might underſtand the Chriſt:an Doctrine, and be- 
heve upon that large Teſt:mony and Evidence our 
bleſſed Lord and his Apoſtles had given, without 
Recourſe to any, but that original Infallibility, 
with which thoſe Doctrines were deliver d, and 


to thoſe Miracles, by which they were atteſted. 
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52 Infall. no Guard againſt Here ſys. 
Pr. But ſtill how ſhall Error be avoided, if 
there be not ſome infallible Guide to lead us in- 
to, and keep us in the Truth > What will be 
the Conſequence, but endleſs Error, and the 
Church of Chriſt may. tail thereby contrary to 
his moſt ſolemn Promiſe, which holds for Infal- 
lbility, notwithſtanding your Art of explaining 
it away. . 

C. M. Sir, if you have nothing more to ſay, 
but only run round again to the old Story, this 
is giving up the Point inſtead of defending it: tis 

confuting your ſelf inſtead of convincing me. But 
however to what you are pleaſed to offer, I 
have this further to reply : That even in the 
Apoſtles time many Hereſys prevail d, notwith- 
ſtanding the Church was then under ſo many 
confeſſed infallible Guides. So that Infallibility 
is not ſo ſure a Guard againſt, nor (ure of He- 
reſy, as you imagine. The Apoſtle hath told us, 


that there muſt alſo be * Hereſys, in the ſame 


Senſe, I preſume, that our Lord had declard. 
It b muſt needs be that Offences come. But what 
did Infallibility do there? and how was 1t ap- 


ply'd? Why, not in any peremptory Decrees to 


exact a blind Obedience, but he proceeds in the 


ordinary way; he argues againſt the Hereſys, 


Ge ee he 


and applies to the Reaſon and Conviction of - 


his Converts: the Church muſt ſtill ulgthe ſame 
Method, that is, She mult declare the true Faith, 
and defend it by all Arguments proper to the 
Queſtions mov d againſt it: Infallibility never 
commanded a 6/:nd Obedience then, much leſs can 
any Pretences to it do ſo nom. 

« 1 Cor. XI. 19. 6 Matt. XVIII. 7. 


Pr. 
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Pr. What Arguments think you will prevail, 
where Infallibility it ſelf is not admitted? 

C. M. Your Queſtion is impertinent; what 

I ſay is Fatt, the Apoſtles apply d themſelves as 

much to the Reaſon of their Converts as we muſt, 

who are not Infallible. We reſt upon the Word 


of God as an infallible Rule, you reſt upon you 


know not what. 
Pr. And ſo you would have Recourſe to the 


Scriptures as your laſt Reſort, and are forced to 


{et them up for your Rule of Faith, when, as I 
told you before, you neither know what is Scrip- 
ture, nor the Interpretation of Scripture, 

C. M. I have already anſwer d you in part, 
that we are as well aſſur d of the Scriptures as 
you are, and better too. And as for the under- 
ſtanding and applying this Rule, we are able to 
do it, and have applied it with more Truth and 
Certainty than your ſelves. 

Pr. How can that be, when upon your own 
Principles, you can be certain of Nothing? 

C. M. Yes, Sir, I have been taught, that we 
may be certain without being Infallible. But to 
ſay we can be certain of Nothing, is one of your 
fooliſh Slanders upon us and our Principles; and 
you are frequently throwing 1t about to ſhake 
and diſcompoſe weak and unſtable Minds ; and 
to beget a Doubt and Diſtruſtfulneſt in poor fim- 


ple People of the Grounds and Aſſurance of their 


Faith, ſo the more eafily to draw them to de- 

pend upon your Confidence and pretended Infalli- 

bility. J have anſwer already to this vain Ob- 

jection, and do only add, that we have the ſame 

Principles of Certainty with your ſelves, yu 
| thin 
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think you of all Hiſtorical Certainty > of all Cer- 
tainty, that ariſes from Teſtimony and Evidence, 
and that Certainty, which is deriv'd from juſt 
Reaſoning and Deduttions > Upon all theſe Prin- 
eiples, we are as certain of the Scriptures them- 


ſelves, and their Interpretation, as you can be with 


all your Infallibility: but this is your grand fun- 
aamental Error, Your denying the Scripture to be the 
Rule of Faith, and your ſetting up your Infallibility 


againſt it. 


Pr. That's falſe, we bring our Infallibility to 
determine and confirm it. 


C. M. Ves indeed by your Infallubility you 


make your Church Fudze of the Scriptures, and 
the Interpretation of Scripture. For the firſt, how 
you have dealt with the Sacred Canon, we have 
ſeen already. Nor are you more infallible in in- 
terpreting Scripture, than in ſettling, and defining 
what is Scripture. 

Pr. You are not to queſtion the Church s Po- 


wer to improve the Canon, it is enough, that ſhe. 
hath declar'd any Books Canonical, and whatever 
ſhe does, ts to be allom d, becauſe ſhe doth it. 

C. M. This is a brave bold round Declaration 


becoming an infallible Church; at this rate indeed 
the Scripture can be no Rule, if you have Power 
to alter the Canon at Pleaſure: and it can be no 
Rule, tho it ſelf remains unaltered, as long as 
your Church pretends to be the infallible Inter- 
preter of Scripture, and to obtrude ſuch Points 
for Articles of Faith, as have no Foundation in 
Scripture, and are manifeſt Contradlictions to it. 
Pr. As the Church interprets the Scripture, 
or ſupplys its Defects by Tradition, or m_ 
quent 


Of Tradition, 5g 


quent Definitions, thoſe Doctrines have a ſuf- 
ficient Foundation in Scripture. At matters 
not, whether that Foundatton be laid preciſely 
in lo many Words; you need not object it, 
we do profeſſedly hold, that whatever is the 
Doctrine of the Church, is preſumed to be the 
Doctrine of the Scripture ; and when the Church 
ſeems to add any Doctrine, the Scriptures can t be 
ſuppos d to contradict it, but to be agreeable 


to ſuch Doctrine, or ſuch Doctrine is to be ſup- 


pos'd agreeable to the Scrzptures, which you will. 
This I told you before. 

C. M. And this I have anſwer d before; but 
as you put it now, it is too refin d, and too ſubtil 
for ſo plain a Man as me: I think the Scriptures 
exceeding clear in all neceſſary Points: but if 


your Doctrine and Traditions do either teach 


what is not taught, or the direct contrary to 
what is taught in Scripture, all your high Pre- 
tenſions ſhall never make me believe, that 
what is contradictory to any thing can ever be 
ſuppoſed to be agreeable to it. 

Pr, Then you ſet aſide Tradition, without 


which your own Writers will tell you, the Scrzp- 


tures cannot be underſtood. 

C. M. What do you tell me of Traditions for? 
we let aſide none but thoſe of your own Inven- 
tion, ſuch as have prevail d in, and are deriy'd 
from the corrupt Ages of the Church. 

Pr. We own no Such: All ours are of equal 
Authority. | : 

C. M. With you they may, with whom Truth 
and Error is all one: and when you ſay, you 
own no Such, and yet make all of equal Autho- 

rity, 
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rity, you contradict your ſelf, and put a Stamp 
upon the very worſt Corruptiont, that are ſup- 
ported by the very worſt Traditions. Tis your 


Abuſe of Tradition we quarel at: not at Tradi- 


tion truly ſtated and underſtood 

Pr. Vou can make uſe of Tradition, when it 
ſerves your turn, without regarding what it is: 
all, that we rely upon, have the Sanction and Au- 
thority of the Church. i 
C. M. So a thouſand Errors beſides have the 
Authority of your Church: you firſt advance ſome 
falſe Doctrine, and then father it upon the Pri- 
mitive Church by a pretended Tradition. 

Pr. I deny that; but when you can't ſupport 


any of your Dottrimes or Practices by Scripture, 


you preſently fly to Tradition. 

C. M. But not without regarding what Tra- 
ditions, as you do moſt falſly allege. We take 
in the Aſſiſtance of all ancient Traditions, re- 
corded and deliver d as the Uſage and Practice 
of the Primitive Church: Theſe we uſe as Au- 
thoritys and Precedents to prove the Senſe and 
Practice of the firſt Ages, but we do not ap- 
ply them as neceſſary to make up any Defects in 
the Scriptures : if we draw any Aſſiſtance from 
them in interpreting Scripture, we make no o- 
ther uſe of them, than learned Men do make 
of the Cuſtoms and Antiquities of any Nation, the 
better to explain any ancient Author. 

Pr. There are ſeveral Points manifeſtly foun- 
ded in Tradition, which can be prov'd no other 
way, and will you give up the Points, rather 
than ſubmit to this manner of Proof ? 

C. M. I am told there are no neceſſary Points, 


that 
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that want the Teſtimony of Tradition, but they 


have it. If you mean Articles of Faith, they are 


to be found in the Scriptures; and then the Wri- 
tings of the Primitive Times, and eſpecially the 


| Deciſions of general Councils ever own'd and re- 


ceivd by the Catholic Church, give us the true 
Senſe, in which the Church receiv'd and under- 
ſtood them: for Matters of Fact and Practice, 
theſe may be atteſted by oral Tradition in ſome 
Caſes, but the Fact themſelves muſt be known 


to be as Ancient as they are pretended to be. 


No Novel Practice, whole alleg'd Authority can 
be diſprov'd, can be admitted upon any oral 
Tradition: what is not conſonant to Scripture, 
and eſpecially what contradicts it, can be ſup- 


ported by no Traditions whatſoever. 


Pr. So you think, you have given a very fine 


Account of this Matter: yet after all tho you 


reject oral Tradition, yet we hold it of equal Au- 
thority, nay of greater, than the Scriptures them- 
ſelves, as being perfective of them, and more cer- 
tainly convey d. „ | | 
C. M. You may hold what. you pleaſe, but 


ſurely unleſs you were reſolv'd to aſſert Impoſſi- 


bilitys, and to perſuade the World, if you could, 
that any thing is the more Cred:ble for being 
the more Abſurd, you would never advance ſo 
monſtrous a Poſition. Oral Tradition in the very 


Nature of it is variable, and when it is contrary. 


to the Written, we muſt ſuppoſe it Wrong, but 
eſpecially when it contradicts the Scripture, it is 
undoubtedly falſe. * 
Pr. You need not ſpend your Breath ſo faſt 
againſt oral Tradition; your own Mriters as well 
H | as 
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$8 Miſchief of decrying the Scripture, 
as ours deny the Scriptures to be a perfect Rule 
of Faith and Manners. 

C. M. What I objected was your denying the 
Scriptures to be the Rule of Faith. I ſaid no- 
thing of Manners, that you have flipped in ſo 
ſlily to divert the Point, and puzzle the Que- 
ſtion, but take it your own way: In what Senſe 
the Scriptures are the Rule of both, I have heard 
very clearly explain d, and am ready to give you 
an Anſwer upon that Head. „ 

Pr. This Aſſertion is one of the Fundamen- 
tal Errors of the Reformation, as you call it. 
Your Church of England complains heavily of it, 
and imputes, if I am not miſtaken, all the 
Schiſms, that infeſt her, to this Principle more 
than any other. 

C. M. The Church of England imputes ſome 
Schiſms and ſome Hereſys at leaſt to your depre- 
ciating the Scriptures, and ſetting up your Tra- 
ations as infallible above them. Thus you ſhake 
the Authority of God's Word, and weaken its 
Strenzth, when brought againſt any of our Chri- 


tian Infidels, and you have taught the Quakers, 


that Sect of your own Spawning, to deny the Suf- 
fictency of the Scriptures, as you do, to call them 
a dead Letter, as you do, to ſet up their crude 
and non-ſenfical Efufrons againſt them, as you 
do your Interpretations and Traditions, and to 
prefer their own Infallibility and Inſpiration be- 
fore them. 

Pr. What is it to us what your Quakers, or 
any of your Sectarys do? They act only by a 
Private Spirit, but are poſſibly more conſiſtent in 
their Schemes, than you of the Church of England. 

ns C. M. 
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C. M. More conſiſtent with you they may be, 


and you do ill to charge them with a Private 
Spirit: we can juſtly object it, but to you they 


may reply, that they do pretend to Infallibility 
as well as you, and with more Reaſon, becauſe 
they pretend to immediate Inſpiration at the ſame 
timéè. | | 

Pr. It ſignifys nothing to divert the Que- 
ſtion, and skreen your ſelves behind the Qua- 


kers: Be they right, or be they wrong, your Prin- 


ciple is equally falſe and dangerous in making 
the Scriptures your ſole Rule in all things. 

C. M. You are miſtaken, Sir, the Church of 
England doth not, whatever ſome of thoſe Sets, 
that differ from her, may do, but the Church of 
England doth not make the Scriptures the ſole 
Rule of our Actions: you put a double Fallacy up- 
on us, you extend the Scriptures as a perfect Rule 


of Manners as well as of Faith, which is true 


only ſo far as the Precepts and Prohibitions both 


 poſitrve and moral reach; and then you {hide in 


another, and charge us with making the Scrp- 
tures the ſole Rule of our Actions, in that Senſe, 
that we muſt have an expreſs Warrant from 
Scripture for every ſingle Action. 

Pr. It is evident that you do ſo, and from 
your beſt Writers it alſo appears how many of 
your Communion have been perplexed, and miſled 
in this Affair. 

C. M. From the Writings of our greateſt Men 
the Contrary is evident: They have labour d 
to deliver poor {ſcrupulous Souls out of this dan- 
gerous Snare: we own the Principle is a Miſ- 
tale, and it is ſuch a Miſtake, as ſuch ignorant 

: 2 Folk 


T 


Nr 


NE a3 ET — ; 

ED nn Sr edn; _— 3 
XL Ys 3 . ME —— = 
— — = a — - = — 


— 
* * 
_ n 


E 

8 © Races 

* 3 
E 


— 2 


9 
n 


— * 
— — - 


- == 2 r — 
— — DD — —— — 
ac ne a Bi . wy WJ FILE 


2 — — 2 . — = — — x 
De ̃ ˙ . ̃ ̃—— . — —— — * 5 — £ SEE 
DS a w— = 


60 What a Perfect Rule 15. 


Folk as I am are apt to run into, and from hear- 
ing it ſo roundly aſſerted by ſome weak or de- 
ning Men, whom we had better not have heard, 
1 with others have been led to think, that it 
was not lawful to do any thing, but what is pre- 
ſeribed in the Word of God. 

Per. This now is a fair ingenuous Confeſſion, 
and if you are true to your Principles, you muſt 
have Scripture for every thing, you do: your 
Prieſts can never get over this Difficulty. If the 
Secreptures be a perfect Rule, you mult admit no 
other, but your moſt reaſonable and learned 
Men do evidently ſee an abſolute Neceſſity of 
adding to, and ſupplying this Rule, and by Con- 
ſequence they own, that the Scriptures are not 
a perfect Rule. 

C. M. This I deny: and firſt I anſwer, that 
a perfect Rule do's not exclude all other Rules, for 
a Rule is {aid to be perfect, and it is ſufficient to 
its Perfection, if it anſwers all the Purpoſes in- 
tended by it: in the next place I challenge you 
to point out, and ſay, in what Inſtances do they 
add to, or in what Inſtances do any of our learned 
Men ſupply any ſuppos'd Defedt in this Rule. 

Pr. Alaſs, honeſt Man! I am ſorry to ſee ſuch 
honeſt wel-meaning Souls thus miſerably de- 
luded by thoſe, that pretend to be your Guides. 
Is not every Adt of Parliament, every human Or- 
dinance, that hath the Force of a Law an addi- 


tional Rule of Action? are not your Rubrics and 


Canons ſo many Rules > why the very word Ca- 
non, if you underſtood ſo much, is but another 
word for a Rule; and beſides theſe Eccleſraſtical 


and Civil Laws, are not the (ircumſtauces of our 


Actions, 
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Actions, which no Rules can define, an endleſs 
and unlimited Ground for new Rules ſtill > 

C. M. If this be all, Sir, I have been taught 
by the Perſon, under whoſe Guidance I am, that 
the Word of God is nevertheleſs our Rule in all 
theſe Caſes: for Obedience to Temporal or Civil 
Laws we are commanded, * Every Soul to be ſub- 


jeck to the higher Powers: for the Rules or Laws 


of the Church we are taught to obey them, that 
have the Rule over us in all Injunttions, concern- 
ing ſuch things as relate to © Decency and Order: 
tor the Circumſtances of indifferent Actions, they 
are to be regulated by Great and Royal Law of 
© Charity: where our Duty to God interferes with 
our Duty to Man, we mult obey © God rather than 
Man, and we muſt ſuffer patiently for our Diſ- 
obedience to Man, even for * wel-dommg we muſt ſuf- 
fer, iF the Will of God be ſo: In the laſt place, 
Whatever we can diſcover to be the Vill of God 


with reſpect to our Behaviour, do's at the ſame 


time become the Rule of our Actions. Thus, 
reductively at leaſt, the Sri tures are a full and 
complete Rule of all our Actions, and have directed 
us even in the moſt contingent Circumſtances. 
Pr. How cunning are your Guides to deceive 
both you and themſelves! was there not a Rule 
before there were any Scriptures? and is there 
not a Rule to thoſe, who know not the Scrip- 


tures? Is not the Law of Nature a Rule common 


to all Mankind, and doth it not oblige beſide 
and independent of the Scripture? How can the 


a Rom. XIII. I. b Hebr. XIII. 17. c 1 Cor. XIV. 40 d Rom. 
XIV. 15, 19, 20. XV. 1, 2. 1 Cor: X. 28, 29, 32, 33- JVI 
e Acts IV. 19, f 1 Ep. Pet. II. 20. III. 17. 
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62 Of the Law of Nature. 


Scripture then be a perfect or the ſole Rule of our 
Actions? | | 

C. M. All this we acknowledge, there is a 
* Law written in the Hearts of Men, but this Law 
obliges Chriſtians in another Manner, than. it 
doth Infidels: This very Law is tranſcrib d into 
the Book of God, it is there publiſhed and re- 
quired, and Chriſtians are under a Divine as well 
as Natural Obligation to it: ſo that with reſpect 
to us the Law of Nature is not to be reckon'd 
as diſtinct from, but as included in the Scripture : 
for we are ſet in Contradiſtinction to the reſt 
of Mankind, and ſhall be judged by the > Law and 


the Goſpel, which we have received. 


Pr. Still the Law of Nature 1s one thing, and 
the Scriptures are another, and muſt not there- 
fore be accounted the ſame. | 

C. M. The Law of Nature is now contain d 
in the Scripture; the Scripture and that are di- 


ſtinct indeed as to Infidels, but unto us they are 


to be conſider d as one Law. I have heard this 
Matter illuſtrated in a very lively Manner. You. 
know, tis ſaid, that in Man there are three Souls: 
the Vegetative, which is common alſo to Plants, 
the Sensitive, which is common allo to all other 
Creatures, and the Rational Soul, which 1s pecu- 
liar to Man; now however theſe are diſtinct, 
and may be ſo conſider d in their {ſeveral Re- 
ſpeRs, yet when they Meet in Man, the other 
two are, as it were, taken into and contain d 
under the Rational Soul: Juſt ſo the Law of 
Nature, or any other Law common to Man- 
kind, when receiv'd into the Scriptures, 1s look'd 

4 Rom. II. 15. 6 v. 12. 
upon 


Mapplying the Script. as à Rule. 63 


upon as Divine, once more deliver d by that 
God, from whom it was originally deriv d; and 
tho it ſubſiſts entirely diſtinct with reſpect to 
thoſe, who know not the Goſpel, as the Senſitive 
Soul ſubſiſts diſtinct in other Animals, yet in a 
Chriſtian it is not ſo much conſider d as a di- 
ſtinct Law, as it is receiv d for Part of the Lam 
given us by the Goſpel. But were it really di- 
ſtinct, yet, ſince the Scriptures comprehend it, 
they are for that reaſon a more, and not a leſs 
perfect Rule. | | 

Pr. Well, but after all this fine plauſible Diſ- 
courſe, which thou remembereſt ſo well, what 
art thou the better? how are your People able 
to apply this Rule? who is to be your Teacher 
and Director? for what ſignifys a Rule, if you 
do not know how to ule it? 

C. M. Every Man muſt be inſtructed as well 


as he can, and he muſt act according to his 


Knowledge, and the confeſſed Obligations of 


| his Duty, both with reſpect to Faith and Pra- 


dice. I would only have you oblerve, that I 
take Faith, as we are requir' d to believe, to be 
a practical Part of Religion. 5 

Pr. Take it for what you will, do but be- 
lieve, as I propoſe, and I deſire no more; now, 
Friend, you begin to draw to a Point, and I ſhall 
be able to manage you at laſt. Pray tell me, 
is every one not oblig d to act further than the 
Knowledge of his Duty leads him? 

C. M. If any Perſon is ignorant thro any Fault 
of his own, whether it be Pride, Prejudice, Neg- 
ligence or Laxzineſs, or any other, he ſhall be an- 
ſwerable for his Ignorance, and for all the 9 

| e 
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he ſhall commit out of that /enorance : but di- 
rectly to your queſtion I anſwer, that our Actions 
muſt be Rational; no one can believe or act fur- 
ther than he apprehends what is propoſed to 
him as Matter of Faith, or Matter of Duty. 

Pr. At this Rate you make every Man his 
own Juage, and ſet up private Fudement againſt 
the Obligation of any Authority, which might 
otherwiſe compel him to believe. 

C. M. To compel a Man to believe, is a ſort 
of Non-ſenſe befitting your Methods of Conver- 

fron: Believing muſt be a Mans own A, and his 

Aſſent muſt be the Reſult of his private Fude- 
ment, when you have {aid and done all you can; 
but this Fudement may be directed by the Public 
Voice and Authority of the Church, as properly as 


00h by the Inſtruction and Information of any Private 

1 Pr. A Man then, it ſeems, may give his 7uag- 
„ ment up to the Church; ſay but he 1s obliged to do 
1 ſo, and you and J ſhall be Friends. 

— 3M C. M. Have a Care there, Sir, Ware Sheep. 
Wo You mult not think to catch old Birds with Chaſf. 
We | That Men are obliged to aſſent to the Doctrines 

1 of the Goſpel, when duely and ſufficiently pro- 
Mi! pos d, we do readily acknowledge: that they 
gh are obliged to a Blind implicit Obedience and A.- 

1 7 ſent, that we do as plainly deny. 


Pr. So then private Fudgment gives every one a 


hh 1 Liberty of Judging for himſelf: Every one may 
I. chuſe his own Creed, and no one is anſwerable 
5 for what he believes. This, in ſpight of all your 
| 1 Arts to diſguiſe it, is the pernicious Conſe- 
1 quence of all private Judgment. 5 


— 
© ELD 
——_ — 
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C. M. It is your Perverſeneſs, that will not di- 


ſtinguiſh between a rational and a blind irratio- 


nal Aſſent, that is, between Aſſent and no Mſent: 
every Man's Aſent is an Act of his own, and pro- 
ceeds from his own Reaſon, and muſt of neceſ- 
ſity be an A of his private ꝓudgment; but that 
therefore he may judge as he pleaſes without 


being obliged to any determinate Judgment, is a 


Concluſion of yours and not of ours. 

Fr IM 4 Concluſion that neceſſarily fol- 
lows; if a Man 1s not to be controlled, he may 
certainly act as he pleaſes. 

C. M. That 1s, if you mean any thing, if a 
Man may not be compell'd by outward Force 
in this World, he can't be accountable for his 
private Judgment in the other. 

Pr. No. You hold, that every Man may be 


ſav d, let him believe as he pleaſes, becauſe no 


Man can believe more than he can. 
C. M. This is a moſt notorious Slander upon 
the Church of England, directly contrary to the 


XVIII Article, as J have heard it explain d. 


Pr. What! don't I know what your greateſt 
Writers have ſaid 2 don't I know how Sincerity 
will upon your Principles make a Man accept- 
able to God in any Faith, or no Faith at all? 

C. M. That is a Controverſy I was never con- 
cern d in, ſo as to hear it diſcuſs d by any of 


our learned Neighbours, but I have heard, that 


the Church of England did in the moſt ſolemn man- 
ner diſclaim all ſuch Principles; that her greateſt 
Divines, and moſt faithful Sons oppoſed the Au- 
thor of them, and that the Clergy in Convocation 
remonſtrated againſt them: and ſhall the Opt- 
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66 Church of Engl. vindicated. 
nions of any. ingle Perſon, or Party be objected 
to the Church of England, as her Doctrine? 

Pr. All, you can ſay, ſignifys nothing, your 
whole Reformation ſtands upon this Principle of 
private Fudgment, and private Judgment is a Feſt, 
if it doth not zuſtify every Man to himſelf. 

C. M. Do you mean in every thing? if you do, 
the deſperate Conſequences of ſuch a Doctrine, 
muſt needs confute it: if you mean in Matters 
of Faith, 1 anſwer, that God hath reveal d his Vall 
and requir d Faith to no purpoſe, if every Man's 
private Judgment ſhall juſtify him to himſelf. Pri- 
vate Judgment in Relation to things reveal d by 
Goa, 11 then only paſs, when it is right. 

Pr. I meddle not with what God requires: 
What I mean, 1s this, that under a Pretence of 
obliging Men to conform their private Judgment 
to the Public, your Church doth the ſame . ay 
which you object to us, that is, ſhe makes Men 
believe as ſhe pleaſes. 

C. M. I am told that the Church of England 
profeſſes one fixed and unalterable Doctrine em- 
brac d upon the ſtricteſt and moſt religious 
Examination, and found to be perfectly agree- 
able to the Doctrine of the Apoſtles, and the pure 
primitive Faith: theſe her Doctrines ſhe lays fair- 
ly open to the Examination of all Men: ſhe hath 
no Reſerves, and ſhe fears not the ſevereſt Scru- 
tiny: her Miniſters withold no part of Divine 
Knowledge from the People, and J am ſure, if I 
may pronounce of others, by thoſe whom TI 
know, they do wiſh that the meaneſt Member 
of the Church of England were as knowing as 
e ee . & as Eno 
T Pr, 


Pr. Judg. to conform to the Ch. 67 

Pr. Ohl you are a mighty knowing People! 

C. M. Sir, it 1s the Defire and Endeavour of 
our Clergy to make us more knowing. There 
is Nos ow of Tenorance in all parts of the Na- 
tion; but not for want of Inſtruction. Every 
good Man wiſhes, that every Member of the 
Church embrac'd her Communion upon a full Con- 
vickton, and was able to give a * Reaſon of the 
Hope that # in him, with Meekneſs and Fear, 

Pr. So, now you are upon the Cant, and what 
is all this but Grimace and Hypocriſy, when for 
all your ſmooth talking you will not ſuffer them 
to differ in Fudement from you? 

C. M. As I ſaid before, Every Man muſt judge 
for himſelf, but every Man's Judgment muſt a- 
gree with the Church of England, it he deſires to 
be or to continue a Member of that Church. 

Pr. When once he is a Member then, you 
hold him to it, you will not ſuffer a Man to dif- 
fer from you any more than we will. 

C. MA. We cant help any Man's differing, he 
muſt follow his own Fudement: there are a great 
many Points, which are diſputed among learned 
Men, and the Church is not ſcandalized at them, 
provided they do not break Communzon, nor 
overturn the Foundation. 

Pr. Still, I ſay, you are the moſt inconſiſtent 
abſurd People in the World, to pretend you 
allow of private Judgment, and at the ſame time 
to exact a Submiſſion of every Man's Judgment in 
Fundamentals at leaſt to the Church. 

C. M. I can ſee no Abſurdity in this, I deſire 
you only to ſuppoſe, Sir, that this is one Point 

4 I Ep. Pet. II. 15. | 
12 offer d 
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68 Tho'a Man muſi judge for himſelf, 

offer d to every Man's private Fudgment, as it 
certainly is, and muſt be underſtood to be ſo 
in the very Nature of the thing, viz. whether 


he that deſires to be a Member of any Church, 
muſt not conform his Judgment to the Judgment 


of that Church? If this be yielded, the reſt fol- 


lows of Courſe. 


Pr. What follows of Courſe? In our Church, 
there is ſome Senſe in talking at this rate, but 


in yours it is all Contradiction and Non-ſenſe. J 
a Man hath a right to judge for himſelf, then no 


Body can judge for him: and he 1s not upon 
any Account to be concluded by another's Fuag- 
ment. | 

C. A. I am told, Sir, that this boaſted Conſe- 
quence, with which your Friends the Deiſts make 
ſuch a Flouriſh, will not hold: if you mean, that 
one private Man cannot judge for another, ſo as 
to oblige that other to think and believe as he 
doth, you ſay true; but if you mean, that Per- 


Jons veſted with Public Authority cannot judge 


for others, this is falſe: In Civil Cauſes the Law 


is a Public Fudgment: they, that make the Law, 


do judge for gzhers, and conclude them by their 
Judgment; but ſtill every Law, when promulged, 
I think the term is, is open to every Man's Fude- 
ment, tho to no Man's Controll: whatever Senſe 
a Man takes it in, that is his private Judgment 
of it, but he muſt take care how he miſtakes it. 

Pr. What is Matter of Law to Matter of 
Faith? No Body can judge for another, where 


every Body is to believe for himſelf. 


C. M. If every Man might believe, as he 
pleas d, becauſe every Man mult believe for 
15 himſelf, 


How others may judge for him. 69 
himſelf, there would be ſome Senſe in what 
you ſay; but if God in his holy Word has re- 


quir'd a determinate Belief of ſuch and ſuch Truths, 
which he hath reveald, then I conceive, tho 


Men do judge for themſelves, yet others may 


[nevertheleſs judge for them. 


Pr. Pray how do's that appear? if they may 
judge for themſelves, why muſt others judge 
for them too? | | 

C. A. Others judge for them in propoſing to 
their Judgment Points already determined and 
fixed by Divine Revelation; and this muſt neceſ- 
ſarily be ſo, for where God hath requir d Be- 
lief, that Belief muſt be uniform in all the Mem- 
bers of his Church. That 1s, the Faith muſt be 
One; but this 1s impoſſible, unleſs there be one 
determined Rule and Fudement ſettled, to which 
every Member of Chriſt's Church ſhall be obliged 
to conform. 

Pr. If every Man is at Liberty to judge for 
himſelf, I ſay, that no Public ꝓudgment of Church, 
Synod or Council can affect him in the leaſt. 

C. AM. Sir, if any Man pretends to be a Mem- 
ber of any Church, he muſt be concluded by the 
Judgment of that Church: if his private Judgment 
diſagrees in any Point with the Public, let him 
conſider, whether he can ſtill with a good Con- 

ſcience continue a Member of that Church; if 
not, let him follow his private Judgment, but at 
the ſame time let him depart from that Society, 
with which he cannot according to his private 
Judgment agree. 
Pr. If you allow of private Judgment, the 

Church is not concern d, let her Members un 

| what 
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70 Obligation to beheve 


what they will: let them continue, « or let them 
depart, it is all one to her. 

C. A. No ſurely: this Notion may be left to 
the Judgment of all reaſonable Men. Tis a Con- 
tradiction to ſuppoſe a Church profeſſing the 
Faith of Chriſt, and permitting all her Members 
to believe as they pleaſe. ._ 

Pr. Then how do you allow of e Jude- 
ment, if you oblige People to any Sett, or any 
determinate Senſe of any Sett of Articles? 

C. A. Very well: every Man, when theſe Ar- 
ticlet are propos d to him, if he takes them at 
all into Conſideration, uſes his private Fudgment 
about them, and either Aſents or Diſſenis, as 
he is per ſwaded in his own Mind, We don't pre- 
tend to force his Aſent, that's an Undertaking 
we leave to you; but if he a:ſſents, tis to be pre 
ſum d, he will not offer to be a Member of the 

Church, 

Pr. But tho you dont force a Man, yet you 
pretend he is under an Obligation. 

C. M. Yes, if a Man will be a Member of any 
Society, he muſt not only ſubmit to, but he is 
ſuppos d to approve of the Laws of that Society. 
Look you, Sir, 1 am told, the whole Proceſs of 
this M fair ſtands thus: It hath pleaſed —_— 
God to admit fallen Man to Grace upon ſuc 
Terms and Conditions, as he hath requir d in his 
holy Word: He hath appointed an Order of Men, 
aha veſted them with ſufficient Powers to pro- 
poſe theſe Terms to the World: Here 1s' Life 
and Death ſet before thoſe, to whom thele 
Terms are propoſed: every Body is left to judge 
of them, to accept or refuſe them, but no __ 

U 


that refuſes them, can be entitled to the Bene- 


fits, which are annexed to the Acceptance and 
Obſervance of them: he is on the other hand 


obnoxious to the Pains threatned to thoſe, that 


refuſe them: the Church of England do's not re- 


quire their Aſent any further, than God's Word 


requires it: let them judge for themſelves, but 


then they muſt abide the Conſequence of their 
Judgment. | 


Pr. All this I don't underſtand, either give 


up private Judgment, or ſay, that if Men are un- 


der an Obligation to believe, they are not at Li- 
erty to judge for themſelves. 


C. M. I have ſhew'd, that theſe are very con- 
ſiſtent, and there is no neceſſity of parting with 
private Judgment: we are the trueſt Friends to it, 


who regulate it within due Bounds : the unli- 


mited Uſe of it, ſuch as ſhall juſtify a Man let 


him believe what he will, is what will forfeit it, 


and enſlave it at laſt; and from private Jude- 
ment Men will rather, than be perpetually an- 
ſettled, run into implicit Faith; and that is the 
Mark your Church is aiming at, in encouraging 


and ſuborning every Set of Infidels or Believers 


againſt the Church of England. 

Pr. If you are a true Church, you will ſtand: 
you are briskly attacked, but as long as you al- 
low of private Judgment, you will ſtand your 
Ground, I warrant ye! 

C. M. Sir, whatever Inconveniences we ſuf- 
fer, it is the Senſe of the Church, ſo far as I am 
inform'd, to hold to her Principles: the Church 
of England doth indeed allow of private Fudg- 
ment: {he conſiders it as every Man's Rzght to 


judge 


Conſiſtent with Private Judem. 1x 
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72 The Sentiments of the Ch. of Engl. 

judge for himſelf previouſly to any Determina- 
tion: if any Perſon becomes your Convert, he 
judges once for himſelf at leaſt, and he judges 


you think ſo r:2hily then, that you will never 
let him judge for himſelf again. This is that 


Tyranny over Men's Minds, which we ſo juſtly 


complain of, the exaCting this zmplicit Farth, this 
blind Obedience. | | 

Pr. But you ſuffer Men to judge for them- 
ſelves, till they have run the whole Circle of 
Religion thro all the Sefs, and if they run our 
of Religion into Paganiſm it is all one to you. 

C. M. 1 was going to give you the Sentiments 
of the Church of England upon this Head, as I 
have heard them upon ſeveral Occaſions; but 
you are leading me another, way. Be it as you 
will, I am ready to follow. 

Pr. The Sentiments of your Church can be of 
no great Moment, as long as ſhe allows this 
Practice: She may think what ſhe will her ſelf, 
it fignifies nothing as long as ſhe permits her 
People to think and do as they pleale. 

C. M. The Church of England gives her People 
no more Liberty, than God allows them: Man 
1s a free Agent by the grand Charter of his Crea- 
tion; and tho he corrupted his Mind, and de- 
baſed his Facultys, and ſo far forfeited this Char- 
ter by his Fall, that he could not act with Truth 
and Purity, as before, yet ſtill he acted freely: 
and after God had purpoſed to receive him to 
Grace, becauſe his Mind was darken'd, and his 
Intellectual Facultys were impair d, becauſe 
Mankind had almoſt univerſally loft the true 
Notion of God, and were all ſunk into Idolatry, 

| He 


Man conſidered as loſt. 73 


He gather d to himſelf a Church and People, to 
whom from time to time he reveald Himſelſ, 
till he compleated the Revelation by Feſus Chriſt. 
Pr. Why what are you driving at? whether 
are you going? what is all this to the Buſineſs 
of private Judgment? | 
C. M. I take it, Sir, to be very Material and 
of great Importance in this Argument to ſheẽ- 
how Mankind are obliged to conform them- 
ſelves to the Vill of God, whenever by his Ap- 
pointment it is ſignified to them. You are un- 
der a Miſtake, if you argue with me upon the 
Principles of the Deiſts, that Man is at Liberty 
to think as he pleaſes without regard to any 
Revelation or Diſpenſation, which God hath given 
to the World. You muit look upon Man as in 
a forferted and loſt Condition, and therefore he 
can be {av d only upon thoſe Terms, which God 
propoſes to him, and requires of him. 
Pr. Well, this is a Conſideration for Chri- 
| ſtians : others are upon the old Foot of the 
Law of Nature: they are obliged to believe no 
further than the Light of Nature directs them. 
C. M. Sir, I am told, that this will not ſerve 
the turn in a Chriſt:an Country, and if you truſt i 
to the meer Light of Nature, without the fuller ll 
Diſcoverys of Revelation, you will find, that by 
| our Natural Notions we cannot diſcover the true 
Nature of the Deity. = OM 
5 Pr. Who taught you this Leſſon? I do not 
diſlike what you ſay, but how will you make 
F- none 25% | | 
C. M. Sir, I have been taught, that God did 
| not leave Man originally to the meer Light of 
| f — Mo Nature, 
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74 Revelation neceſſary. 


Nature, but that he reveal d himſelf to our Firff 
Parents; from whence it is manifeſt, that ſince 
the Fall at leaſt we cannot by Searching find out 
God; nor by our natural Notions can we find 
out the Almighty to Perfection. This is plain from 
the Hiſtory of the World, where the true Notion 
of the Deity was untverſally loſt, even in the po- 


liteſt and moſt knowing Nations, and how could 


Man diſcover, when he could not retain a juſt 
Apprehenſion of God, which had once been re- 
veal'd in the Beginning of the World? 

Pr, Well what uſe do you make of all this? 
how do you point it to the preſent Purpoſe ? 

C. M. Very full. Since we cannot by our Na- 
tural Powers alone form true Conceptions of 
God, we mult therefore reſt in that Revelation, 
which God hath made of Hlimſelf in his Holy 
Mord. This he requires of all Men, to whom 
that Word is made known, as they expect his 
Favour ; but he propoſes his Vill to their Choice, 


whether they will receive it, and obey it, or 


not, declaring at the ſame time the Conſe- 
quence of their Refuſal. This is that Freedom 
of Action, which is left us by God, and this Free- 
dom cannot be taken from us: it is this, which 
makes us Moral Agents, and as ſuch accountable 
for our Choice as well as our Actions. 

Pr. Now you are coming about to the old 


Point again; under all this ſpecious Harrangue 


cannot you diſcover Mains, and Compulſion con- 
ceald? Are you equally at Liberty to aſſent or 
aifſent ? if not, you are not free Agents. 
C. M. The Freedom of Action conſiſts, as I 

| a Job XI. 7. 
„ 


Wherein Liberty of Atkion consiſis. yy 


have been told, in a Power of Determining our 
ſelves on either fide of the Queſtion; if by Li- 
berty you mean this Power and Ability, we are 
equally at Liberty to chuſe or refuſe : but if by 


Liberty you mean, that God hath left it indif- 


terent, ſo that we are equally acceptable to him, 
whatever Choice we make either in Aſenting or 


Diſſenting to his Will, this cannot in common 


Senſe be admitted. 2 
Pr, Well what you ſay is very true, but then 


how is all this conſiſtent with that private Fudz- 
ment, you pretend to. 


C. M. Sir, you ſee the Church of England holds 


Men under no Reſtraints, but thoſe which God 
in his Word hath laid upon them: every Man 


muſt judge for himſelf, but then as I ſaid be- 


fore, he judges at his Peril. This is a Condi- 


tion requir d of God, and not ampos d by Man: 
Mans thinking himſelf not accountable wont 
make him ſo. OO : 
Pr, Upon our Principles you may preſs this 
Argument home, but any Infidel may diſtreſs 
you greatly upon yours; let me {ce you, or any 
of you apply it thoroughly to the Buſineſs of Re- 
ligion. You will never be upon a right Bottom, 


till you give up this Claim of private Judgment. 


C. M. I am taught, we can never be upon a 
right Bottom without it. I ſuppole, when you 
call upon me to apply this in Matters. of Relz- 
gion, you mean reveal d Religion, or elſe, what 
you call ſo, a Religion of your own making. 

Pr. I do mean reveal d Religion: whatever 


the Church teaches, as an Object of Faith. 


C. M. I have proved it already in general, 
K 2 | but 
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76 Men Accountable for it, and why. 


but you wind and turn this Argument every 
way to catch me, and all in vain, for I anſwer 
more particularly with reſpect to ſuch Dodtranes, 
as Chriſt and his Apoſtles delivered, we are re- 
quir d to believe them, and are accountable fo 
our Unbelief or the Judgment we make of them, 
if it be wrong. I ſpeak not of your Additional 
Doctrine: it is our Duty to diſſent from them, 
if it be our Duty to aſſent to the other. 
Pr. Why ſo? 
C. M. Becauſe they are contrary to the Vill 


of God reveal d by Moſes and the Prophets, by 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles: this is eaſily proved, if 


we were to enter into Particulars; but it is my 
Buſineſs not ſo much to end you, as to de- 
fend my ſelf. | | 

Pr. Offend me do'ſt ſay? Why thou art a moſt 
provoking Fellow, and I have had the Patience 
of Job; but go on, prove that you are account- 
able for private Fudgment, and confound your 
ſelf, and all your Aaberents. 

C. M. My proving it will confound no Body 
but you, together with De:ſts, Quakers, and So- 
cinians, and all ſuch as build upon their Prin- 
ciples; but we, while we indulge that Liberty of 
Reaſon, with which every Man is born, do at the 
ſame time curb and reſtrain the Licenſe. Rea- 


fon, and private Judgment, which is the Exerciſe 


of Reajon, are a Bleſſing given us of God, we may 
uſe them as we ought, or we may abuſe them, 
and therefore they mult be r2eþ:ly applied or we 
are accountable for the Mfiſapplication. This 

I may call a natural or moral Argument. 
Pr. Thou art along time in coming to the 
Point, 


Obliged to receive the Goſpel. 7 


Point, this is only beating about the Buſh; ſay, if 
thou can ſt upon your Principles, how a Man is 
Accountable. 

C. M. Very eaſily. For ſuppoſing it poſſible 
for-the Word of God to be truly propoſed, and for 
the People, to whom 1t 1s propoſed, to underſtand 
at the ſame time the Senſe, in which it is deli- 
vered, in this caſe every Man is to judge at his 
Peril, and unleſs he receives the Truth as 'tis 
propoſed, he ſhall be anſwerable for his Refuſal. 

Pr. This is only Saying: this is not Proving. 

C. M. I prove it thus; the Fews were not, nor 
were the Heathen excuſable for their Infidelzty 
in refuſing the Goſpel, and rejecting the Council 
of God againſt themſelves, yet in not Believing, 
they only followed their private Judgment. 

Pr. The Truth propoſed to them was atteſted 
by Miracles, and thole, that propoſed it, were 
Infallible; but you ſuppoſe neither Miracles nor 
Infallibility in thoſe, that propoſe it nom. 

C. A. No Propoſition, that is clear and true, 
is ever the clearer or the truer, becauſe the 
Perſon, that propoſes it, is Infallible, but it the 
ſame Truths be propoſed now, that were pro- 
poled then, we are alſo concluded by the origi- 
nal Infallibility of the firſt Propoſers; as for 477- 
racles, they were the Seal of God to his Truth, 
and the Evidence of them did no doubt ag- 
gravate the Infidelity of thoſe, who ſa them 
wrought, and refuſed. to believe: but ſuppoſing 
as you do in the Objection, the Miracles to have 
been wrought, and the ſame Truths to be nom 
propoſed, then I ſay, the ſame Truths ſtand at- 
teſted by the ſame Miracles, and every bw 
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58 Not accountable, if not free Agents. 


Lever is as inexcuſable now as they were then. 
Pr. Do People ſee ſuch Miracles wrought 

now adays? if not, how is the Conviction the 

ſame ? 

C. A. Your Church pretends to work Miracles, 
and therefore may be obliged to produce them, 
before ſhe can require our Aſſent; it is enough 
for us to propoſe the Facts as recorded and at- 
teſted, and then if any Perſon affects not to 
believe, that theſe Miracles were wrought, he 
is equally accountable for his Onbelief with them, 
that ſaw them, ſuppoſing theſe Miracles as well 
atteſted, as any other Facts, which Mankind 
upon good Authority do believe. 

Pr. Well: I am pretty much of your Mind 
in this; but there are other Patrons of private 
Judgment beſides your Church, who place it upon 
another Foot, and they will tell you, that ſay 
what you will, private Judgment is no private 
Judgment, if it be accountable for its Determi- 
nation. y 

C. M. They may as well pretend, as I have 
heard it argued, that Men are not accountable 
for their Actions, becauſe they are free Agents, 
as that they are not accountable for priate 
Fudement, becauſe they have the Liberty of Jude- 
ing: every Freedom do's not make a Man Unac- 
countable : ſo far from it, that he could not 
be accountable, if he was not free. The Apoſtle 
tells the Romans, When * ye were the Servants of 
Sin, ye were free from Righteouſneſs : but ſure he 
did not mean from the Obligation. 

Pr. But what Power has your Church to lay any 

4 Rom, VI. 20. 


EET Obli- 


The true Authority of the Church. 79 


Obligation upon Men to belieye? You haye no 
Authority, no Commiſſion. 


C. A. Sir, 1 have been taught what the Au- 2A 
thority of the Catholic Church is, and conſequent- 1q 
ly what is the Authority of every National Church, 

as a Member of the Catholic, with regard to pri- 
vate Judgment: the Church as a Spiritual Society, 
declares what Points are neceſſary, and in what 
Senſe to be belfev d: this is the Authority, which 
our Articles aſſert the Church to have in * Contro- 
verſys of Faith; and if the Deciſion be right, eve- 
ry private ꝓudgment, that diſſents from her, ſhall 
be condemn d, according to the Nature of its 
Diſſent, whether it be Infidelity, Hereſy, or Schiſm. 

Pr. What is this to the Church of England? 
what Authority hath your Church? your Articles 
ſpeak of the Catholic Church, and fo they own 

that Authority of our Church, which you have ſo 
abſurdly deny d. 

C. A. Lou are ſtill upon the old Catch, but 
tho we own the Authority of the Church, we de- 
ny yours to be the Catholic Church: and in aſ- 
ſerting this Authority to the Church, our Articles 
intend to aſſert to every National Church tile 

#S Power of requiring that Faith, which u, and hath | 
been held by the Catholic Church from the begannang, 
and throughout all Ages. 

Pr. But you can't pretend to be a National 
Church: once indeed you were, and a Member of 

the Catholic Church, but ſince your Separation from 
us, you have neither Prieſts nor Altar: no Miſ- 
fron: no Orders, and conſequently no-Sacraments. 

C. A. Our Separation from you hath not, al- 
tered the Caſe at all: we have the ſame (ane 

4 Art. 20, an 
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Bo Autb. and Orders of the Ch. of Engl 
and the ſame Miſſion, as to all the Efſent:als, 
which we ever had, and in as ample a Manner, 
as Chriſt and his Apoſtles gave chem, and that is 
enough. ; 

Pr. We know very well from whence your 
Orders are derived, and how they were clande- 
ſtinely and prophanely conferred in a Tavern. 

C. M. I wonder to hear you trump up that 
old exploded Piece of Scandal, which hath been 
ſo often and ſo fully refuted, and very lately 
by an excellent Perſon of your own Communion, 
who hath moſt learnedly vindicated the Vali- 
aity of our Orders upon true Catholic Principles, 
and hath moſt clearly and fully an{wered That, 
and all other Objections. And to that admirable 
Diſſertation I refer you. 

Pr., But he is anſwered with a Witneſs, and 
you have no Ordination: the Nag s-head Story 
ſo well atteſted deſtroys your Orders for ever. 
But if that Story were falſe as it is true, you had 
at that time no Biſpopt; and ſuppoſing you had 
Biſhops, your Ordinal is defective, and | thoſe Bi. 
ſhops, tho they would, could not by that Ordi- 
nal confer Orders. 

C. M. Your Objections to our Brſhops, and 
Ordinal, are all anſwered by that excellent Per- 
ſon, I mention d, Father Courayer in his Diſſer- 
tation; and his Defence, as J heard very lately, 
clearly ſhows the Weakneſs of thoſe great Names, 
that pretend to anſwer him. For the Tavern-' 


ftory your way of anſwering is like that of your 


inventing, and anſwerable to your Practice in 
ſeveral other Inſtances, boldly to aſſert, and as 
boldly to repeat the Scandal. Let me tell you, 

Sir, 


Nag s-head Story 81 
Sir, what I have heard with Reference to that 
Affair. The Story was not trumped up till af 
ter the Year 1600: none of your Writers ob- 
ject it before that time: their Exceptions are 
drawn from other Heads till then: and conſi- 
dering all the Al ſurditys, with which it is loaded, 
it is made a fit Article for a Papiſt's Creed: 1 
mean a fire-hot Papiſt. | 
Pr, However I ſhall anſwer thy rude Lan- | 
guage with Coolneſs; and I do own, that it was ; 
late before it came to Light, as Murders are of- | 
ten diſcover'd a long time after they were com- | 
mitted; but it was fully prov'd, when once it | 
was brought upon the Szage. 9 955 
C. M. I am told, that Mr Maſon and Arch- | 
biſhop Bramhall have long ſince confuted all your 
inconſiſtent impudent idle Tales of this Matter, | 
and when this ſenſeleſs Story was reviv d ſome 
Years ſince, as confidently as if it had never 
been diſprov d, Mr D. Will:ams collected enough I 
to ſatisfy any impartial Reader: the ſame Gentle- = 
man hath fince tranſlated Father Courayer s Dif- | 
ſertation, and is now, as I have heard, about to | 
give us his Defences. 

ll Per. This Story we will never give ub; ſay what 
you will, we will believe our own People before 
yours. 1 

C. M. You continue it, I dare ſay, againſt 
your Momledge and Conſcience: it ſerves, you 
think, to aftoniſh and confound poor ignorant 

i People; and with you every thing is Lamful, that 

; will promote your Cauſe. „ 

. Pr. Thou art a Slanderer: we have no need 

7 

7 


of this Story : only it was the hurteſt Way of de- 
1 7 ſtroying 


82 


Confuted. 


ſtroying all your Pretenſions to Orders, and I 
ſuppoſe, it was ſo long before it was publiſhed, 

becauſe our Friends would be ſure, it was true 
before they publiſhed it. 

C. M. Yes to be ſure! You are very tender, 
and ſcrupulous how you vent a Ly: the truth is 
your Friends were reſolved to calumniate ſtoutly, 
and hoped that every Body was dead, that could 
confute them; But REGISTERS are a Sort 
of immortal Things, and beſides there was one 
Noble Lord alive ſo late as 1616, the old Earl of 
Nottingham, who atteſted, when he was ask d, if 
he remember d any thing of that great Tranſadtion, 
that © He was preſent at Arch-biſhop Parker s Con- 
ſecration at Lambeth, invited thither by the Arch- 
© biſhop himſelf, they being nearly related to each 
© other. 

Pr. But ſuppoſing Parker and the Reſt or- 
gain d by Biſhops, who had been truly ordain d 
themſelves, ſtill your Separation vacates their Or- 
ders, and annuls their Powers : We can never ac- 
knowledge the Validity of Orders in your Church. 
C. M. As you pleaſe for that, but pray be 
careful, while you would void our Orders, you do 
not deſtroy your own, What ſay you to the 
Schiſms, which in the times of your Antipopes 
prevail d in your Church? 

Pr. But ſet aſide your Separation, you derive 


your Religion, your Orders, and your Faith from 


Ats of Parliament, and, as I have lately read, 
you hold the Doctrine of the Trinity, as it is eſta- 
bliſhed by Lam. | 
C. M. This vain Pretence was begun by you 
Papiſts, purſu'd by the Presbyterians, as they 1 
ick 


Mon. Renaudot's Memorial. 83 


lick up moſt of your Fpittle, and taken up of late 

by Deiſts and Infidels; but I have been taught, 

that our Orders are not valid, nor our Doctrine i 

true, becaule they are eſtabliſhed by Law, but they f 

are therefore eſtabliſhed by Law, becauſe they 
are valid and true independently of the Law. 

Pr, Well: if your Orders are valid, you are 

in a much better Condition, than I imagin'd, tho 
{till in a damnable, becaule in a ſchiſmatical Hate; 
In this Caſe you condemn your ſelves, as long 
as we object the ſame to you, which you do to 
thoſe, which you call Diſſenters from the Church 
| of England. 

C. M. But the Parallel, J am inſtructed, will 
not hold, either with reſpect to Orders or Sepa- 
ration, notwithſtanding the French * Abbot s Me- 

morial, Renaudot, I think, they call him: This 
was not produc d with ſo good a Grace, I heard 
a Gentleman ſay, when the 0bjeition was juſt then 
ſo fully anſwer'd by Father Courayer, but it ſhow d 
the Readineſs of ourDzſſenters (till to pick up any _ 
Aſſiſtance from the Papiſts againſt the Church of 
England. 
Pr. But the Memorial is true; don t you deal 
by the Diſenters juſt as we deal by you? You ad- 
| mit our Orders, and will not admit thezrs: We 
admit neither yours nor theirs. 
C. M. But perhaps in a little time you may 
| have a better Opinion of our Orders, and then 
this fine Similitude is ſpoil'd: however we do 
| admit yours, becauſe you have under all that 
a Load of Ceremonys nevertheleſs retain d the H- 
4 ſentialte, and from them we do derive our own, 
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which deſcended to us from the firſt Planting 


of Chriſtianity, and tho, after we mixed with 
your Body the Channel ran foul for a long Courſe 


of Years, yet it was ſtill the ſame Stream con- 
tinued, which at laſt purged its ſelf from its Pol- 
lations, and now flows pure, as it did from the 
Apoſtles times: we may eaſily ſee, as in ſome 
Rivers, where the Waters ſtain d and mudded by 
the Deſcent of Floods, begin to run clear again. 

Pr. Your Orders, I perceive, depend upon 
the Truth of ſome Fatts, which I have not time 
to examine further at preſent, but how do you 
charge the Dißenters, and clear your ſelves of the 
Guilt of Schiſm > at err A. 

C. Ai. Sir, I muſt not run into that Contro- 
verſy now, I have been taught to talk with them 
as well as with you, but I ſhall only ſay at pre- 
ſent, that the Caſe 1s widely different between 
the Church of Rome, and the Church of England, 
and between the Church of England, and the Diſ- 


ſenters: J will inſtance only in one Particular. 


The Diſſenters to juſtify their Separation from us 
object Idolatry to the Church of England, but if 
the Idolatry objected to us be not Idolatry, and 
if the Idolatry me object to you be Idolatry, then 


they vindicate our Separation from you, and at 


the ſame time condemn themſelves in ſeparating 
from u. 1 0 . 

Pr. Quarrel as you will among your ſelves: 
You are all Schiſmatics with reſpect to us, we 
never made any Diſtinction between the Diſſen- 


ters and you. 
C. M. This, Sir, is but repeating the ſame 


thing over and over; But before we part, to 
| . - ſhew 


4 
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ſhew you, that ſome of your Church at leaſt do 
make a Difference between the church of England, 
and thoſe Szarys.that differ from ber, let me 
preſent you with the Judgment of a great Chams 
ion in the Roman Cauſe, which my Inſtruftor 
laid one day before us, and I thought it of that 
Importance, that I got it by heart; It is in the 
43* page of Father * Creſſys Book againſt Ed- 
ward Bagſhaw, and there you will ſee M Gs 
had other thoughts of the Church of England, and 
her Orders than you have, and more ſuitable to 
Father Courayer's ſentiments than yỹrr. 
Pr. Well: let s hear irt. 995 
C. M. It is thus. As for Sects, that haue no 
csSucceſſion of Ordination, for ſuch to aſſume 
Authority and Juriſdiction in matters of Re- 
©lig1on is ridiculous even to common Senſe: 
for it implies, that to be Men, which have an 
ordinary uſe of reaſon, is a ſufficient Qualifi- 
cation to become Eccleſiaſtical Teachers, and 
Governours. 

Pr. And what he ſaith is true, and concludes 
againſt you as well as any other Se. 

C. M. But you are miſtaken, Sir, for he go s 
on in this Manner. © The Clergy of England chal- 
<lenging a lawful Ordination have ſome pre- 
© tenfions to a real Authority: and if they could 
<uſtify themſelves free from the guilt of Schifng 
even we Roman Catholics could not deny, but 
© their Authority would oblige in Conſcience, 
and under the penalty of Damnation, becauſę 
© then it would be an Authority participating 
that of the whole Catholic Church, and acting 
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us, is to vindicate the Church of England from 


the Primitive Church, both in Dofrine and Go- 
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in union with it.” So that all, that lies upon 


the Charge of Schiſm, and that is a Tack, which 
I will undertake, whenever you pleaſe.  - 

Pr. I can't ſtay now; but I muſt needs ſay, 
Thou art a notable Talker, and a bold *Under- 
taker. I ſhall have more to ſay to you another 
time. * 

C. M. You ſee, Sir, that A- Greſty doch as 
good as allow our Orders, provided we are clear 
of Schiſm: He objects nothing of the Nag - 


bead: and as we are reform d upon the Model of 


vernment, and as we do participate of the Autho- 

rity, 1 do moſt firmly canclude, that we are a true, 

a pure and a found Part of the Catholic Church. 
And 05 Sir, Your humble Servant. Farewel 
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